Message

From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Wilcox, Jahan [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=88FD588E97D3405D869BCAEIR8D391984-WILCOX, JAH]

3/20/2018 7:34:18 PM

Jackson, Ryan [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=38bc8e18791a47d88a279db2fec8bd60-Jackson, Ry]; Bowman, Liz
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c3d4d94d3e4b4b1f80904056703ebc80-Bowman, Elil; Ferguson, Lincoln
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=08cd7f82606244de96b61b96681c46de-Ferguson, L]

APPROVAL:

Ryan, since you are the Tar Creek man, any concerns with this?

Pruitt Says New Push On Superfund Sites Can
Bring Accountability To Tar Creek Cleanup

Jim Meyers
March 20, 2018

Administrator Scott Pruitt of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency said his new
push on the nation’s Superfund program finally can provide clarity and accountability to
Tar Creek, for decades one of the oldest, largest and most complex toxic sites in the
nation.

“It is really unacceptable,” Pruitt said as he recalled the history of the Tar Creek,
whose Superfund legacy dates back to 1983, as well as the amount of money and time

deployed there.

“You don’t list a site in the mid-1980s and you don’t take the kind of steps we have
taken historically and still have issues today in 2018.”
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He blamed inconsistency, even within EPA’s 10 regions, as well as a lack of attention
and focus for slowing outcomes.

“It is one of the things that seemed to be languishing as we arrived,” Pruitt said, making
it clear the lack of urgency was something he found “palpable” at Superfund sites across
the country.

“When it takes you 27, 28 years to make a decision — make a decision, not clean it up,
not remediate, but make a decision on how you are going to remediate — that is
unacceptable.”

To Read The Full Article ¢.iigk Hars

.
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Message

From: Block, Molly [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=60D0C681A16441A0B4FA16AA2DD4BIC5-BLOCK, MOLL]

Sent: 3/20/2018 6:23:02 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c3d4d94d3e4b4b1f80904056703ebc80-Bowman, Elil; Ferguson, Lincoln
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=08cd7f82606244de96b61b96681c46de-Ferguson, L]; Beach, Christopher
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6b124299bb6f46a39aa5d84519f25d5d-Beach, Chri]; Hewitt, James

[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

(

[

(

[

(

FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=41b19dd598d340bb8032923d902d4bd1-Hewitt, Jam]; Abboud, Michael
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b6f5af791a1842f1adcc088chf9ed3ce-Abboud, Mic]; Wilcox, Jahan
/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=88fd588e97d3405d869bcae98d391984-Wilcox, Jah]; Konkus, John
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=555471h2baa6419e8e141696f4577062-Konkus, Joh]; Daniell, Kelsi
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=cd867173479344b3bda202b3004ff830-Daniell, Ke]

Subject: Tulsa World: Pruitt says new push on Superfund sites can bring accountability to Tar Creek cleanup

hito/fwwew tubsaworld com/Zhomenagelgtest/pruitt-says-new-push-on-superfund-sites-can-hring -
accountability/article 4234%982-569-5023-8141-392ebeb 79365 himl

Jim Myers

WASHINGTON — Administrator Scott Pruitt of the U8, Environmental Protaction Agency said his
new push on the nation's Superfund program finally can provide clarity and accountability to Tar
Creek, for decades one of the oldest, largest and most complex toxic sites in the nation.

‘It is really unacceptable,” Pruitt said as he recalled the history of the Tar Creek, whose Superfund
legacy dates back {o 1983, as well as the amount of money and time deployed there.

“You dor't list g site in the mid-1980s and you don't take the kind of steps we have taken historically
and still have issuss today in 20187

He blamed inconsistency, even within EPA's 10 regions, as well as a lack of attention and focus for
slowing outcomes.

‘It is one of the things that seemed (0 be languishing as we arrived,” Pruitt said, making it clear the
lack of urgency was something he found "palpable” at Superfund sites across the country.
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“When it takes you 27, 28 vears to make a decision — make a decision, not clean it up, not
remediate, but make a decision on how you are going o remediate — that is unacceptable”

His comments came during one of several reporter roundtables he has been holding at EPA’s
headquarters to mark his first year as administrator during which he aiso became a leading voice in
the Trump admimistration’s major push on regulation reform.

Those efforts have prompled applause from his supporters and alarm from his oritics.

Recently Pruitt is rarely out of the headlines with stories ranging from travel expenses (o speculation
over whather his political future might include bids for a U 8. Senate seat or even the White House,

When given the chance to comment on yat another story this week about his political options, he took
a pass.

Pruitt also declined to comment when asked about a recent decision by an Cklahoma judge o allow a
lawsuit filed by Campaign for Accountability to foree the release of a 2014 audit of the Lead-Impacted
Communities Relocation Trust, which was created as part of an effort to help move residents out of
communities impacted by the Tar Creek contamination.

“That is during my time as attorney general,” he said. “l think it is better that | just keep it focused on
the EPA matters”

Pruitt, who was Oklahoma's altorney general befors being tapped by President Donald Trump (o lead
his EPA, had declined to file charges based on the audit by state Auditor Gary Jones and also had
taken steps to bar i1s release to the public.

According to reporting by The Oklahoman, legal action in the case continues and eventually could
include an appeal to the Oklahoma Supreme Cowrt.

Fruitts emphasis on Tar Cresk and the other Superfund sites across the country grew out of a task
force he created in 2017, just months after being sworn in as administrator.

Membaers of the Superfund Task Force came back with a list of specific recommendations under
major goals ranging from expediting cleanup and remediation 1o promoting redevelopment and
community revitalization.

As part of that process, Tar Creek landed on a list Pruitt says he will use going forward to keep the
emphasis on the program.

“To me there are some very fundamental, significant things we can do to provide clarity to citizens
there. | think it has started to take root over the last several months,” he said, adding that some of
those steps could come “in the near term.”

Still, that appears to be a work in progress.

‘We are assessing those right now,” Fruill sald when asked for examples.
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In 2012, the Quapaw Tribe of Oklahoma and EPA signed an agresment to perform remedial action at
Tar Creek, making the tribe the first to lead and manage cleanup of a federal superfund site.

Currently, the EPA says, the tribe and the Cklahoma Depariment of Environmental Quality handle
much of the oversight and cleanup.

In May, 2017, the agency announced it had awarded $4.8 million in financial assistance {o the tribe to
continue remediating contaminated sods from tribal lands.

Key EPA officials, including Albert “Kell” Kelley, senior adviser to Pruitt, and Sam Coleman, EPA’s
acting regional administrator, toured the Tar Creek site last year as part of the Tribal Lands Forum
conference in Tulsa,

Kelley described the Tar Creek cleanup as an “excellent example of the program should work,” citing
the local, state, tribal and federal parinership.

During the roundtable, Pruitt also spoke (o reporters about his agency’s effort during his first vear (o
rescind and replace the contentious Waters of the United States rule put in place by the Obama
administration and repeal of iis Clean Power Plan, both of which should move toward culmination
later this year, as well as his hope to address the “clear and present danger” posed by lead in
drinking water,
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Message

From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Gray, David [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=881C62B1E54142388C1DE2F8E3799C33-GRAY, DAVID]

1/19/2018 3:27:58 PM

Bowman, Liz [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c3d4d94d3e4b4b1f80904056703ebc80-Bowman, Elil; Kelly, Albert
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=08576e43795149¢5a3f9669726dd044c-Kelly, Albe]; Grantham, Nancy
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=12a3c2ed7158417fb0bb1b1b72a8¢cfb0-Grantham, Nancy]

Tulsa World: State auditor asks court to force him to release Tar Creek audit

hito/fenww Tulsaworld corfhomepagelatest/state-auditor-asks-court-to-force-him-to-release-tar/article 2042450~

2896-5470-B526-82eredBdfG5 1 himi

State auditor asks court to force him o release Tar Creek audit

State Auditor Gary Jones wants district court to force investigative report’s publication;
Al opposes move

By Barbara Hoberock Tulsa World

OKLAHOMA CITY — Oklahoma State Auditor and Inspector Gary Jones has asked a court to order him o
release an audit that the allorney general wants 1o keep confidential.

In November, a watchdog group filed suit against Oklahoma Attormey General Mike Hunter and Jones

seeking the release of an audit conceming alleged unlawiul contracting in the EPA’'s Tar Creek

Superfund site.

The Washington, D.C -based Campaign for Accountability filed sult in Oklahoma County District Court

asking for the release of the investigatory audit done by Jones at the request of former Altorney

General Scott Pruitt,

Pruitt left the office to become administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency. Gov. Mary Fallin

apponted Hunter to fill the vacancy.

Pruitt asked Jones in 2011 for an investigative audit into suspected unlawful contracting practices of

the Lead-Impacted Communities Relocation Trust,

The trust was formed to overses the voluntary buyout of homes within the Tar Creek Superfund site

in Picher and Cardin in northeastern Okiahoma,

The towns were polluted through vears of lsad and zine mining.
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Jones completed the audit and sent it in 2074 to the attorney general, who declined to make it public,

despite Jones’ request that he do so.

In declining to release the audit, Pruitt in 2015 said his office had concerns about "publication of

unsubstantiated criminal allegations against private citizens.”

In response to the lawsuil brought by the walchdog group, Jones asked the court to declare the
public’s right to access the requested records in accordance with the Oklahoma Open Records Act.

Jones’ response also asks the court to order him produce the requested records.

Jones said he believes Pruilt already made the records public when he released them {0 Andy Laster,

attorney for the Lead-Impacted Communities Relocation Assistance Trust.

Meanwhile, Hunter responded to the lawsuit asking that it be dismissead, saving his office is allowed to

keep the documents confidential.

Jones was acting as an agent of the Altorney General's Office when he did the audil, according to

Hunter's responss.

Daniel E. Stevens, executive director for the Campaign for Accountability, said Jones’ response

agrees with his organization’s position.

‘It is also notable Hunter and Pruitt have gone {o lengths to keep the audit hidden,” Stevens said. "l

makes us wondesr even more what is in there”
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HEARING ON THE NOMINATIONS OF KRISTINE SVINICKI (REAPPOINTMENT),
ANNIE CAPUTO AND DAVID WRIGHT TO BE MEMBERS OF THE U.S5. NUCLEAR
REGULATORY COMMISSION, AND THE NOMINATION OF SUSAN BODINE TO BE
ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR OF THE OFFICE OF ENFORCEMENT AND

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE, U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

TUESDAY, JUNE 13, 2017

U.S. SENATE
Committee on Environment and Public Works
Washington, D.C.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:08 a.m. in
room 406, Dirksen Senate Building, the Honorable John Barrasso
[chairman of the committee] presiding.

Present: Senators Barrasso, Inhofe, Capito, Boozman,
Wicker, Ernst, Sullivan, Carper, Whitehouse, Gillibrand, Booker,

Markey, Duckworth and Harris.
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Senator Barrasso. Good morning. I call this hearing to
order.

Today, we will consider the nominations of three
individuals to serve as members of the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission: Kristine Svinicki, current member and Chair of the
NRC; Annie Caputo, Senior Policy Advisor on this committee’s
Majority staff; and David Wright, President, Wright Directions,
LLC.

We will also consider the nomination of one individual,
Susan Bodine, Chief Counsel on this committee’s Majority staff,
to serve as Assistant Administrator, Office of Enforcement and
Compliance Assurance, OECA, at the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency.

I applaud the President’s nomination of such experienced
Americans and dedicated public servants. The four nominees
before us today are all well-qualified candidates. Three are
well known to members of this committee and staff. One is not
well known and that is why Senator Lindsey Graham i1s here today
to bring to the attention of the committee the nominee from his
home State of South Carclina.

Senator Graham, if it is okay with you, based on schedules,

I would hope you could make an introduction at this time.
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STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE LINDSEY GRAHAM, A UNITED STATES
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Senator Graham. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

It is my pleasure to introduce David to you. We served
together in the South Carolina House of Representatives for two
years so I have known David for a long time. His mother, Irene,
is with him. This is a big day for the Wright family. I want
to thank the President for nominating David to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission.

He is a graduate of Clemson University. We celebrated
their national championship yesterday at the White House. Go
Tigers.

David has an incredible background in terms of the subject
matter. He was on the South Carolina Public Service Commission
from 2004 to 2013. South Carolina, per capita, has the most
nuclear power of any State in the Nation. We are a pro-nuclear
power State. I think David understands the issues surrounding
nuclear power as well as anyone in the Country.

From 2008 to 2009, he was President of the Southeastern
Association of Regulatory Commissioners. In 2011 and 2012, he
was President of the National Association of Regulatory
Commissioners. David understands the nuclear industry as well
as anyone I know. The President chose wisely. Again, South

Carolina’s nuclear footprint is very large.
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He has been a mayor, so he knows how to get along with
people. If you are going to be a successful mayor, you have to
make things win-win.

I could not recommend more highly to you David Wright. I
want to thank the President. All of us in South Carolina are
proud. He will hit the ground running because he knows the
subject matter.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

[The prepared statement of Senator Graham follows:]
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STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE JOHN BARRASSO, A UNITED STATES
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF WYOMING

Senator Barrasso. Thank you very much, Senator Graham. We
appreciate it. I know with a busy schedule, you probably have
additional obligations. At this time, vyou are excused. Thank
you for being with us today.

Of the nominees this morning, two have been previously
reported by this committee and confirmed by the Senate by voice
vote.

Ms. Svinicki has served as a member of the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission for more than nine years, including the
last six months as the Chair. She was confirmed as a member in
2008. She was reported by this committee by voice vote in
December of 2007 and confirmed by the Senate by voice vote on
March 13, 2008.

She was re-nominated to a second term in 2012. Again, she
was reported successfully by this committee by voice vote and
confirmed by the Senate by voice vote eight days later. She was
designated as the NRC’s Chair by President Trump in January
2017.

Before joining the NRC, Ms. Svinicki served in various
staff positions in the U.S. Senate, including with the Armed
Services Committee, where she concentrated on defense science

and technology policy and defense related atomic energy
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activities.

She also worked as a nuclear engineer at the Energy
Department and as an energy engineer for the Wisconsin Public
Service Commission.

She was honored with the Woman of the Year Award by the
Women’s Council on Energy and Environment in 2013 and the
Presidential Citation Award by the American Nuclear Society
twice, in 2012 and 2006.

Ms. Caputo has spent more than 20 years advising Congress
and industry on nuclear energy matters. She has served as a
policy advisor for this committee and for the House Energy and
Commerce Committee for the past twelve years.

Before that, she worked for Exelon Corporation as a
Congressional Affairs Manager. In 2013, the U.S. Nuclear
Infrastructure Council honored Ms. Caputo with its Meritorious
Service Award.

In response to Ms. Caputo’s nomination, the vice president
of the Clean Energy Program at Third Way, a think tank once
labeled as “radical centrists” by the New York Times, stated of
the nominee: “She has consistently worked with members on both
sides of the aisle to promote effective nuclear regulation and
is well-respected across partisan lines for her expertise,
professionalism, and competence. Few people are more gqualified

to fill this role at the NRC.”
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Mr. Wright has served as member and chairman of the Scuth
Carolina Public Service Commission, as president of the
Southeastern Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners,
and as president of the National Association of Regulatory
Utility Commissioners. He 1s chairman emeritus of the Nuclear
Waste Strategy Coalition, a group that includes State utility
regulators and State attorneys general focusing on addressing
nuclear waste policy matters.

He has served as a member of the South Carolina House of
Representatives and as councilman and Mayor of the Town of Irmo,
South Carolina. He has also owned and operated several
different businesses and been honored with various awards.

Ms. Bodine served as Assistant Administrator for the EPA’s
Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response from 2006 to 2009.
She was reported by this committee by voice vote on July 20,
2005 and confirmed by the Senate by voice vote later that vyear.

She previously served as staff director of the House
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, Subcommittee on
Water Resources and the Environment, and as an attorney in
private practice.

Today’s nominees will fill critically important roles in
protecting Americans’ public health and safety. The Nuclear
Regulatory Commission ensures that nuclear power plants, nuclear

materials, and waste are handled and used safely and securely.
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The EPA’s role, specifically the one being discussed today,
is responsible for enforcing our Nation’s environmental laws,
including the Clean Air Act, Clean Water Act and Superfund. The
need for nuclear and environmental safety protection is
bipartisan. We need to move quickly on these nominations.

Unless today’s NRC nominees are confirmed by June 30th, the
NRC will lose its gquorum. This will degrade the NRC’s
collective ability to fulfill its mission of licensing and
regulating the Nation’s civilian use of radicactive materials to
protect public health and provide for safety and security. The
committee must act to restore the NRC to a full slate of
commissioners expeditiocusly.

Similarly, the EPA does not have a Senate-confirmed
Assistant Administrator of OECA. The committee must act to
confirm this nominee to lead OECA quickly, so that our
environmental laws are rigorously enforced so that polluters are
held accountable.

I can think of no better candidate to take on the critical
task of leading OECA and enforcing our Nation’s environmental
laws than Susan Bodine. Past EPA officials, notably from both
Republican and Democratic Administrations, have praised Susan’s
nomination.

Mathy Stanislaus, a former Obama EPA Assistant

Administrator, said: “Ms. Bodine understands both the internal
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side of the agency and the proper balance of enforcement and
would be a ‘standup person.’”

Ben Grumbles, a former George W. Bush Assistant
Administrator and currently the Maryland Secretary of the
Environment, said: “She is tough and fair and committed to
public service.”

Elliott Laws, a former Clinton Assistant Administrator,
said: “Bringing in someone with her knowledge of the agency and
the issues facing it can only be a positive.”

John Cruden, a former Obama Justice Department Assistant
Attorney General for the Environment and Natural Resources
Division, said: “Susan is dedicated to the rule of law, a
lawyer with great integrity, and she understands the critical
importance of effective and timely enforcement.”

I will now turn to Ranking Member Carper for his statement.

[The prepared statement of Senator Barrasso follows:]
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STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE TOM CARPER, A UNITED STATES SENATOR
FRCM THE STATE OF DELAWARE

Senator Carper. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I want to start off by welcoming each of our four witnesses
to today’s hearing. I want to welcome your families as well,
your spouses, sons and daughters, mothers and any other friends
and family that might be in the room.

Several of our witnesses, Mr. Chairman, have talked about
their core values and where they came from. They actually
remind me a lot of ours. So, Ms. Irene, thank you for raising
this kid and sending him our way.

Thank each of you for your past public service and for your
continued willingness to serve in these new capacities. For
Christine, it is not a new capacity, but to continue to serve.
The jobs to which you have been nominated are very important to
the health and safety of the American people.

Mr. Chairman, as we have discussed, I am concerned that we
do not have parity in the Nuclear Regulatory Commission nominees
before us today. It is critical for the Commission to have
consistent leadership from both political parties, especially as
the industry faces a challenging future.

I hope we can find a path, as we discussed, to ensure that
the White House re-nominates Commissioner Jeff Baran and that

the committee pairs consideration of his nomination with some or

ED_001863D_00002041-00011



12

all of the NRC nominees before us.

Having said that, Mr. Chairman, the minority members of
this committee remain deeply disappointed, not with these
witnesses or their families, but disappointed that the committee
has not received complete written responses from Administrator
Pruitt to eleven oversight letters that Democratic Members have
sent the EPA this vyear.

In fact, we recently learned that the White House has
instructed federal agencies not to respond at all to oversight
requests from Senators who are not chairmen. Such a directive
harms both parties and takes us further from the truth.

You do not have to take my word for it. Our colleague,
Senate Judiciary Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, sent a
letter to President Trump Jjust this past Friday admonishing the
directive noting: “It harms not just the members who happen to
be in the Minority party at the moment, but also members in the
Majority party who are not currently chairmen. It obstructs
what ocught to be the natural flow of information between
agencies and the committees which frustrates the constitutional
function of legislating.”

I am sure that my colleagues on both sides of this dais can
agree that preventing Senators from performing their oversight
responsibilities is simply unacceptable. In fact, this

committee has a tradition of ensuring that oversight requests
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receive responses as part of the confirmation process. I would
like to share two short examples with you this morning.

First, in 2013, Republicans insisted on responses to five
requests as part of former Administrator Gina McCarthy’s
confirmation process. The Republican Minority sought
information on the agency’s compliance with the Freedom of
Information Act, the availability of outside scientific
research, the use of economic analysis, and lawsuit settlements.

Republican members of EPW boycotted the first business
meeting on Administrator McCarthy’s nomination because they
believed that the EPA had not been responsive to their requests.
We may have another poster here. On that day, Mr. Chairman, you
noted: “The new nominee to be EPA Administrator has been
extremely unresponsive with the information we requested.” You
went on to add: “We’re simply requesting that Ms. McCarthy and
this Administration honor its commitment to transparency --
that’s what they promised.”

In order to help obtain this information, at that time, I
personally called the EPA and implored the agency to respond to
Senator Vitter and to the Republican members of this committee.
Ultimately, EPA did so.

By the time the McCarthy nomination reached the Senate
Floor, EPA had sent at least five letters and provided more than

1,300 pages of documents and data. In the end, after 136 days,
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Gina McCarthy was confirmed without a filibuster.

Second, in 2009, Republican requests for information and
economic analysis delayed Senate Floor consideration of Bob
Perciasepe’s nomination to be Deputy EPA Administrator for
almost six months. Last Congress, I am told that Republicans
sent at least 156 oversight letters to EPA’s Air Office alone
and that all of them received responses.

We have another chart that refers to EPA’'s 2015 responses.
Additionally, in calendar year 2015, EPA received 884 letters
from lawmakers seeking a response from the agency. That same
year, EPA received 60 document requests from Congress and one
subpoena. The agency also made EPA officials available to
testify at 40 hearings.

In 2015 alone with all of those incoming requests, EPA,
under Gina McCarthy’s leadership, sent 276,510 pages of
documents to Congress. One more time, that is 276,510 pages.

Colleagues, while our asks may not be welcomed by this
Administration, I do not believe they are unreasonable, nor are
they unprecedented.

Oversight should not be a partisan issue. As Senator
Inhofe and then-Chairman Inhofe noted in 2015, lack of timely
and complete responses from agencies “frustrate[s] Congress’
ability to fulfill its constitutional duty to perform oversight

of the Executive Branch.” Mr. Chairman, I would say you were
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right then and you are right today.

Absent a heartfelt commitment by EPA to provide complete
and timely responses to our current information requests, I will
find it very difficult to support moving forward with the
consideration of any EPA nominees.

I do not make such a statement lightly, I make it with no
sense of Jjoy, but the nominations we are discussing today are
important ones. They deserve our attention, just as our
inquiries from the Minority side deserve the attention of this
Administration.

Let me close by saying, the EPA’s Office of Enforcement and
Compliance Assurance 1s an indispensable “cop on the beat,”
safeguarding the public’s health and our Country’s environment.
The office’s actions drive reductions in toxic air pollution as
well as the clean-up of our land and our waterways. Last year,
I am told EPA’s enforcement work required companies to invest
$13.7 billion dollars in such actions.

Turning to the NRC, following the lead of former Committee
Chairman Jim Inhofe, Mr. Chairman, you and I have worked to
strengthen the “culture of safety” within the U.S. nuclear
energy industry for years.

In part due to our collective efforts, the NRC leadership,
and the Commission’s dedicated staff, the NRC continues to be

the world’s gold standard for nuclear regulatory agencies.
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However, that does not mean we can become complacent when it
comes to nuclear safety and our NRC oversight responsibilities,
a perspective that I am certain is shared by every member of
this committee.

In closing, I look forward to hearing how each of the
nominees before us today will fulfill the responsibilities of
the positions to which they are nominated. I hope they will
share with the committee their commitment tTo ensure that these
agencies remain vigilant and devoted to the protection of all
Americans and that you will be responsive to the legitimate
questions we may ask of you from time to time.

Thank you all for joining us today.

[The prepared statement of Senator Carper follows:]
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Senator Barrassc. Thank you very much, Senator Carper.

As you and I have discussed, I believe the Administration
should and has a responsibility to answer members’ questions.
The Obama Administration, I believe, went out of its way to
avold answering my specific oversight requests, responses that I
never received and I found it very disturbing.

With respect to the committee’s oversight function, I
believe it is critically important. I agree the Executive
Branch agencies must be required to respond to the committee’s
reasonable oversight requests.

T understand that so far the EPA, this is the Trump
Administration, so far has received 416 letters and has answered
386 to date. That is only since January 20, 2017. That is what
I understand and we will get the specific breakdown.

As Chairman, I am going to work to ensure that the
Executive Branch agencies under the current Administration work
diligently and expeditiously to respond to the committee’s
reasonable oversight requests in compliance with all laws,
rules, policies, precedents and practices.

Senator Inhofe.
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STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE JAMES INHOFE, A UNITED STATES SENATOR
FRCM THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

Senator Inhofe. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Let me just say that I appreciate the fact that I can say
some things about two of my favorite people, whom I have worked
with for a long period of time. I have to say this, by
comparison with the responsive attitude they have always had,
some of the other people did not look so good in the past.

Yet, we have watched people like Pruitt, for example,
having gone through this thing and not only being grilled and
asked questions to an unreasonable extent, but when it came time
for his questions on the record, he had to endure 1,600
questions. That is unheard of. You guys are not going to have
to do this. That would not be fair at all.

Let me say this. I have worked with both Annie Caputo and
Susan Bodine for many, many vyears. I have noticed, Annie, vou
have your husband, AJ, with you, and your son, Owen. I see that
cute little girl, hold your hand up. That is Abbey. I remember
when Abbey was born. That is how long I have known these
people.

Annie joined my EPW staff in 2007. Because her experience
and expertise in the nuclear area is so well known, she has been
called upon by members of the Democratic Party as well as the

Republican Party. Her expertise was valuable to me in the

ED_001863D_00002041-00018



19

aftermath of the nuclear accident at Fukushima and in my work to
ensure the NRC issued timely decisions on new nuclear plant
licenses. Most recently, she has been central in developing the
bipartisan Nuclear Innovation Act.

Similarly, Susan Bodine has been so valuable to me. As a
staffer, she was the general counsel for our committee for the
last few years. Prior to that, she had experience and tenure in
the EPA during the George W. Bush Administration. She was
critical to me and my staff when we worked on the famocus Tar
Creek Superfund site in northeastern Oklahoma. I think, at the
time, that was the most devastating superfund site in America
and we waded through that.

In the last Congress, Susan was a large part of the team
that put together the FAST Act, the Water Infrastructure Act and
the Chemical bill. In fact, we had a meeting at 12:15 p.m.
every Wednesday with the leader of the Senate, Mitch McConnell
and the chairmen of the committees. When my turn came, I would
say, “Now a report on the committee that actually does things,”
and that is this committee. That is true. We did.

Susan will be an asset to the agency where she previously
worked. She knows the laws that govern the EPA.

I thank you again for allowing me to speak on behalf of
these two individuals that have served the committee and me so

faithfully over the years.
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[The prepared statement of Senator Inhofe follows:]
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Senator Barrassc. Thank you very much, Senator Inhofe.

We would now like to welcome, congratulate and hear from
our nominees. I want to remind each of you that your full
written testimony will be made a part of the record. I look
forward to hearing the testimony. We ask that you keep vyour
comments to five minutes.

We will hear first from Ms. Svinicki. Please proceed.
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STATEMENT OF KRISTINE SVINICKI, NOMINATED TO BE CHAIRMAN,
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION (REAPPOINTMENT)

Ms. Svinicki. Thank you, Chairman Barrasso, Ranking Member
Carper, and members of the committee.

I am grateful to President Trump for nominating me to a
third term of service on the Commission and was humbled by his
request of me earlier this year to assume the role of the
Commission’s Chairman.

If the Senate acts favorably on my nomination, I would,
once again, be privileged to continue this work, alongside my
currently serving colleagues, Commissioners Baran and Burns.

I also congratulate my fellow nominees to the Commission
and wish them well in this confirmation process. I know them
both to be individuals of great capacity and commitment and am
confident that, if confirmed, they will apply themselves in full
measure to supporting the NRC’s important mission.

According to those keeping records at the NRC, this is my
eighteenth appearance as a witness before this committee; my
third as a nominee. In light of that, the record of my views on
relevant matters is well established.

With the exception of Senators new to the committee, 1t is
likely that the votes I have taken and the positions I have
established over this span of years provide adequate terrain for

both agreement and disagreement with elements of my record.
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I state with sincerity that my appearances before vyour
committee and the exchange of sometimes pointed differences on
issues have shaped me as a Commissioner. The members of this
committee have routinely challenged me to examine all dimensions
of the issues, to apply the highest rigor to my consideration of
all matters, and to continue to stay open to new information and
new insights.

These exchanges reinforce the importance of never becoming
complacent in my work, of maintaining an ingquiring attitude, and
being mindful always of the full weight of the solemn
responsibilities entrusted to me. If you honor me with your
approval of my nomination, I commit myself to continuing to
approach my duties in this way.

Of course, any contributions I have made to the NRC during
my time there would not have been achieved without the hard work
and commitment of the women and men of the NRC and their
sustained efforts to advance the NRC’s mission under the law,
that of ensuring adequate protection of public health and safety
and promoting the common defense and security.

Nearly 10 years into this journey, their commitment to this
shared goal is what inspires and motivates me each day. Once
again, I would like to take this opportunity to convey my
personal gratitude to each of them for their contributions to

whatever achievements I have had along the way and for their
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engagements with me over the years, which have helped to shape
and form my views on so many important matters before the
agency.

Chairman Barrasso, Senator Carper, and members of the
committee, thank you. 1 appreciate the opportunity to appear
today and look forward to the committee’s questions.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Svinicki follows:]
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Senator Barrassc. Thank you so much for your comments.

Ms. Caputo.
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STATEMENT OF ANNIE CAPUTO, NOMINATED TO BE A MEMBER OF THE U.S.
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Ms. Caputo. Thank you, Chairman Barrasso, Ranking Member
Carper, and members of the committee.

I have been very thankful for the opportunity to work for
Chairman Barrasso this year, continuing my service to the
members of the EPW Committee under his leadership.

I am also grateful to President Trump for nominating me to
serve on the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Public service is a
privilege. If the Senate confirms my nomination, I will be
honored to serve and very humbled to serve with such esteemed
fellow colleagues as Chairman Svinicki, Commissioner Baran,
Commissioner Burns and, my fellow nominee, David Wright.

Before I begin, I would like to acknowledge my family. I
want to thank AJ, my husband of 19 vyears, for his constant
support of my public service and our children, Owen and Abigail,
who are our dgreatest blessings and who assured me they would be
on their best behavior today.

In preparing for today, I have spent time reflecting on
what it would mean to take on the responsibility of the position
of commissioner and how key experiences in my life have prepared
me for such a role.

What I realized is several experiences closely echo the

NRC’ s mission, values, and principles of good regulation.
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First, my mother not only taught me right from wrong, but
to distinguish between what is right and what is popular. This
is a lesson that would guide me in the position to which I have
been nominated.

It 1is a lesson I believe is well articulated in the NRC’s
Principle of Independence which states: “All available facts
and opinions must be sought openly from licensees and other
interested members of the public. The many and possibly
conflicting public interests involved must be considered. Final
decisions must be based on objective, unbiased assessments of
all information.”

Second, my brief service as a volunteer firefighter and
emergency medical technician for the Snowmass Wildcat Fire
Department showed me the importance of dedication to public
health and safety, professionalism, teamwork, and the
satisfaction of serving the community. It was here that the
seed of public service was planted and tcok rcocot. These are
values that guide me to this day and are in keeping with the NRC
values of commitment, respect, cooperation, and service.

Third, my first job after graduating with my nuclear
engineering degree was with Commonwealth Edison in Chicago. At
the time, half of their nuclear plants were on the NRC’s “watch
list” due to safety concerns.

A man named Oliver Kingsley took on the role of president
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and transformed the organization’s performance based on the
principle that safety and operations are inextricably linked:
that operations excellence depends on a dedication to safety.

If a nuclear plant is not maintained with disciplined focus
on safety, 1t will not run well. Safety is first. That is what
I learned from Oliver Kingsley and that is the mission of the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

I have been privileged to serve in both the House and
Senate for twelve years, the majority of my career. In these
roles, I have been continually challenged by members to learn as
much as I can. In doing so, I have seen the impressive
expertise and professionalism of the NRC staff in action. I
have no doubt the staff’s caliber and commitment is why the NRC
is considered the gold standard for nuclear safety the world
over. I have much to learn and they have much to teach me if I
am confirmed.

Lastly, members have directed me to seek out the best
policy and to work with bipartisanship to accomplish their
goals. These experiences have developed my ability to work
collegially to find agreement among different views and to craft
solutions by working together.

By sharing these experiences with you, I hope to provide
you with insight into my character and how my values would guide

my conduct as a commissioner, if confirmed. It is humbling to
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be considered for such a serious responsibility. I would strive
to execute that responsibility with integrity and
professionalism, in a manner that earns the public’s trust, and
in keeping with NRC’s mission, principles, and values.

I appreciate the opportunity to appear today and look
forward to your questions.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Caputo follows:]
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Senator Barrassc. Thank you so much for your comments.

Now I would like to turn to Mr. Wright. You are next.
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STATEMENT OF DAVID WRIGHT, NOMINATED TO BE A MEMBER OF THE U.S.
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Mr. Wright. Thank you, Chairman Barrasso, Ranking Member
Carper, and members of the committee for the opportunity to
appear before you today.

I would be remiss if I did not also thank Senator Lindsey
Graham for his kind introduction earlier.

I am humbled and honored to appear before you today as the
nominee of the President to serve as a commissioner on the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. It is an honor and privilege,
not just for me personally, but also for my family, my church,
my community, my State, and all of the people I have worked and
served with over the vyears.

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 1f I may, I
would like to recognize my mother, Irene Wright, who is sitting
behind me today. She gave birth to me on her 24th birthday and
next month, we will both celebrate the 62nd anniversary of her
24th birthday. I will let you all do the math. She is truly
one of God’s angels living on this earth and I get to call her
Mom.

June is a busy time of year for the Wright Family. My
oldest daughter, Kimberly, is wrapping up her year as a
kindergarten teacher. My second daughter, Courtney, works for

the State of South Carolina. She and her husband, Ray, are
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raising three wonderful children, my grandchildren.

Senator Boozman, my oldest son, Austin, 1s a nursing home
administrator working in Cabot, Arkansas. I believe I shared
that with you. My youngest son, Andrew, a rising college
sophomore, is in his last week as a Young Life Summer Camp
counselor at Sharp Top Cove in Jasper, Georgia. Although the
rest of my family is not able to be here in person today, I can
feel each of them and their support.

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 1f confirmed, I
look forward to working closely with my fellow nominees,
Chairman Kristine Svinicki and Annie Caputo, as well as
Commissioners Steve Burns and Jeff Baran, in carrying out the
NRC’s mission of protecting public health and safety, promoting
the common defense and security and protecting the environment.

I pledge to work closely with each member of the Commission
in the spirit of collegiality. I believe we will work very well
together. I look forward to developing a good working
relationship with this committee as you also fulfill your
important oversight role.

I have a broad and varied professional background in
private business and in public life. Having been self-employed
the majority of my adult life, I have also served in various
elected positions in local and state government.

Although we are all shaped by the entirety of the events
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and experiences in our lives, I am confident I find myself
before you today because of my service on the South Carolina
Public Service Commission. Since first elected in 2004, I
served as a South Carolina Commissioner for nearly ten years,
where I also had the privilege to serve as chairman.

During my tenure as a commissioner, in 2008, I was
diagnosed with Stage 3 colon cancer. I had surgery and went
through months of chemotherapy, but I did not miss very much
time at the commission. It was during that time that I made the
decision to do things I had not previously considered and to
challenge myself in ways I might not have had it not been for
that trial in my life.

As a commissioner, I was already active within the National
Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners, NARUC, where I
was serving as chairman of the Subcommittee on Nuclear Issues
and Nuclear Waste for three years. In June 2008, I was elected
to serve as president of the ll-state Southeastern Association
of Regulatory Utility Commissioners.

In 2011, following a year serving as First Vice President,
I was elected by my fellow commissioners to serve as the
President of NARUC, the highest professional honor of my life
until today.

During my vears as a commissioner, including my service in

leadership roles at the regional and national levels, I have
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been successful in building bridges and building consensus on
issues, and in the creation and adoption of policy.

If given the honor to serve the Country in this position, I
will approach my service as a commissioner at the NRC no
differently. I believe my regulatory background at the State
level, along with my experiences in business and elected office,
provide a sound foundation for considering matters that will
come before me as a member of the Commission.

If confirmed, I will approach my work as a commissioner
with an open mind and in a collegial manner. I will listen to
all parties and al points of view, seek clarification where
needed, endeavor to establish a complete record, base my
decision on the facts before me, and work to build consensus
among the commissioners whenever possible.

Chairman Barrasso, Ranking Member Carper, and members of
the committee, thank you for the opportunity to appear before
you today.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Wright follows:]
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Senator Barrasso. Thank you so very much for your
comments.

Ms. Bodine.
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STATEMENT OF SUSAN BODINE, NOMINATED TO BE ASSISTANT
ADMINISTRATOR, OFFICE OF ENFORCEMENT AND COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE,
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Ms. Bodine. Chairman Barrasso, Ranking Member Carper and
members of the committee, thank you for the privilege of
appearing before you today as the nominee for the position of
Assistant Administrator for EPA’s Office of Enforcement and
Compliance Assurance.

I am honored that President Trump, Administrator Pruitt and
this committee are considering me for this position.

I would also like to thank my family. They are not here
today because they are all at work. They did come 12 years ago
which was the last time I actually had a confirmation hearing
before this committee. My sons, at that time, were 11 and 14.
They are now 23 and 26. Thankfully, they are gainfully
employed.

I would also like to thank my many current and former
colleagues for their support and friendship.

I have worked on environmental issues for my entire
professional career, as a practicing attorney, as a member of
the professional staff of the Subcommittee on Water Resources
and Environment of the House Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, as a former EPA Assistant Administrator, and as

a member of the professional staff of this committee.
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If confirmed as the Assistant Administrator for OECA, I
would bring with me an extensive background in the environmental
laws that OECA enforces. 1 strongly support those laws and the
goals of protecting public health and the environment.

I also would bring my past experience 1n managing an EPA
headquarters office and my deep respect for the career staff who
do the day-to-day work of implementing our environmental laws
and carrying out the responsibilities that Congress has given
EPA.

I appreciate that our laws are built around the framework
of cooperative federalism. Under cooperative federalism, States
and the Federal Government both have important and complementary
roles in implementing our laws.

I also fully appreciate that we cannot protect public
health and the environment unless the regulated community knows
what they are supposed to do. Enforcement is a critical tool to
achieve compliance. Compliance by everyone also creates a level
playing field for the regulated community. By enforcing
environmental laws, OECA helps to create that level playing
field.

Of course, to comply with the law, the regulated community
needs to understand what is expected of them. Sometimes our
statutes and regulations are less than clear. OECA plays an

important role in making sure that there is clarity and
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consistency in how our environmental laws are interpreted, and
providing assistance when the laws are less than clear. If
confirmed, I look forward to working with the EPA program
offices and States to provide that clarity and consistency.

Those who have worked with me know that I have a
collaborative and inclusive approach to tackling complex
environmental issues. For the Assistant Administrator of OECA,
this means collaboration and coordination with States that are
authorized to carry out federal laws. It also means
collaboration and coordination with the EPA program offices that
write the regulations and implement the statutes that Congress
writes.

I also understand the need to communicate. That means not
Just talking but also listening. Communication with the
environmental professional staff at EPA is an important
managerial responsibility. Communication with State agencies is
a critical component of cooperative federalism. Communication
with the regulated community and environmental groups provides
important feedback. Finally, communication with the public and
Congress provides support for the agency’s mission.

If confirmed by the Senate, I would embrace the
responsibility for assuring compliance with environmental laws.
I know we all share the goal of protecting public health and the

environment. I know we share the goal of making environmental
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regulations clear and understandable.

I am very excited about the opportunity to work with
Administrator Pruitt as a member of his team to achieve those
goals.

In closing, thank vyou for this opportunity. I look forward
to any questions you or your colleagues may have.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Bodine follows:]
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Senator Barrasso. I want to thank all of the nominees for
your testimony.

Throughout this hearing and with questions for the record,
the committee members will have an opportunity to learn more
about your commitment to public service of our great Nation. I
would ask throughout this hearing that you please respond to the
questions today and those for the record.

With that said, I have the following questions to ask that
we ask all nominees on behalf of the committee. I will ask each
of you to respond individually.

Do you agree, 1f confirmed, to appear before this committee
or designated members of this committee and other appropriate
committees of the Congress and provide information subject to
appropriate and necessary security protections with respect to
your responsibilities?

Ms. Svinicki. Yes, I do.

Ms. Caputo. Yes, I do.

Mr. Wright. Yes.

Ms. Bodine. Yes.

Senator Barrasso. Do you agree to ensure that testimony,
briefings, documents in electronic and other forms of
communication of information are provided to this committee and
its staff and other appropriate committees in a timely manner?

Ms. Svinicki. Yes.
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Ms. Caputo. Yes.

Mr. Wright. Yes.

Ms. Bodine. Yes.

Senator Barrasso. Do you know of any matters which you may
or may not have disclosed that might place you in any conflict
of interest if vyou are confirmed?

Ms. Svinicki. ©No, I do not.

Ms. Caputo. I do not.

Mr. Wright. No, sir.

Ms. Bodine. No.

Senator Barrasso. I will not ask any questions because at
this time I am going to reserve the balance of my time to be
used during the hearing.

With that, I will pass to Senator Inhofe.

Senator Inhofe. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

For the benefit of some of you here, we have a bit of a
problem in that two of the other members seated to my right have
the same problem I do. We are currently meeting at the same
time with the Senate Armed Services Committee. In fact, we have
Secretary Mattis as a witness, so we will have to go back and
forth.

First of all, let me mention that I have been engaged in
oversight for the NRC now for a number of years, since 1996. In

1996, I was made the Chairman of the subcommittee. At that
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time, we had gone four years without any kind of an oversight.
This is something you cannot do with any bureaucracy. You have
to have oversight. We immediately started doing that and
started anticipating and expecting response on a regular basis.

I will start with you, Ms. Caputo. If vyou are confirmed,
will you commit to continue these reports and work with the
committee on any revisions to improve their usefulness and also
to respond to an oversight hearing on a regular basis?

Ms. Caputo. Yes, I will.

Senator Inhofe. Ms. Bodine, you mentioned OECA several
times. I have been a bit disturbed by some of the measures that
I would refer to as performance measures. For example,
targeting a specific number of enforcement actions sounds like a
quota to me. Does it sound that way to you also?

Ms. Bodine. That is an issue I would like to look into if
I am confirmed as the Assistant Administrator. Enforcement is a
tool. It is a critical tool, but it is not an end to itself.
Our goal, of course, is compliance.

T want to sit down with EPA staff and look over the
performance measures and make sure OECA employees are getting
credit for their work, whether or not they take a formal
enforcement action, because we all want compliance with the law.

Senator Inhofe. You would look into that anyway in that

capacity 1f you are confirmed?
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Ms. Bodine. Yes.

Senator Inhofe. That is what we expect.

Most of our superfund sites are cleaned up by private
parties. We have had problems in the past with that. Can you
discuss how OECA helps achieve getting these things done through
the private sector?

Ms. Bodine. Yes. The superfund statute is a very forceful
law. It does make sure that parties responsible for
contamination can be held liable. OECA 1s the office that holds
their feet to the fire and brings action against them so that
private parties do clean up. They have been tremendously
successful.

Senator Carper, you gave us the statistics from the
commitments of cleanup work, over $1 billion from last year. In
addition, OECA collects funds and puts it into what we call
special accounts so that private parties can pay money instead
of doing the work.

Right now, we actually $3.5 billion in special accounts
that is there, available, not subject to appropriation and is
available to carry out cleanup work at the sites in the cases
where OECA has brought the enforcement action.

Senator Inhofe. Thank you, Ms. Bodine.

Lastly, Administrator Pruitt wants the EPA to embrace

cooperative federalism. How does that apply to enforcement?
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Ms. Bodine. In the enforcement context, in my view, that
means respecting State interpretations of their own law. It
means dividing the work between States and not taking
duplicative enforcement actions. It means coordinating with
States so we let States know when, for example, OECA enforcement
officers are coming into their States to take action.

I would like to point out that just yesterday the
Environmental Council of the States, the organization that
represents the State Environmental Commissioners, put out a
statement entitled, “Cooperative Federalism 2.0,” which I guess
is a white paper.

There they speak exactly to this issue and talk about how a
State should be the primary enforcement authority for programs
delegated to the States and have the ability to access federal
enforcement authorities when needed or appropriate.

Senator Inhofe. Ms. Svinicki, I have no questions for you
because you have been around a long time. I have always agreed
with what you have done. I am just glad you are willing to
continue doing this.

Mr. Wright, you are fairly new to me but you have a very
interesting background. I think it is the kind of background
that requires cooperation. It is something you cannot just have
out there and command because you have to get along with the

other side. I think that is a great asset that you have.
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I will certainly look forward to working with you and your
talents and building consensus. I think you are going to be of
great value. Is there any statement you want to make about how
consensus has served you well?

Mr. Wright. Thank vyou, Senator.

I do not believe I would have risen to the level that I did
within the National Association of Regulatory Utility
Commissioners had I not been able to work across beliefs, party
lines, you name it, because it is a consensus organization.

They do not do anything except by resolution and through the
committee process.

You have to be able to work with people. That is a skill
that is learned over time. I look forward to using that because
I believe I have a certain skill set that will benefit the
Commission.

Senator Inhofe. That is great. I look forward to working
with you.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Barrasso. Thank you, Senator Inhofe.

Senator Carper.

Senator Carper. I am going to yield to Senator Gillibrand.
I think several of us have other hearings.

Senator Gillibrand. Thank you, Ranking Member.

I am concerned that the NRC’'s decommissioning rule will
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potentially set up a process by which the emergency planning
zone and associated requirements for nuclear plants will be
automatically reduced with a plant’s shutdown operations while
there is still fuel remaining in the spent fuel pool.

There is currently no maximum amount of time that fuel can
remain in a spent fuel pool. A major driver for shrinking the
emergency planning zone during decommissioning is the cost to
the licensee.

My first question to the panel is, is it appropriate to
factor the cost to the licensee into the decision on the size
and scope of emergency planning activities, why or why not?

Ms. Svinicki. Thank you for the question, Senator.

As you know, the NRC has a rulemaking underway on this
topic right now. It is my understanding that the staff analysis
has not developed the draft rule yet but they have published
something called a regulatory basis.

They are looking at sizing the emergency planning zone to
the extent of the risk or hazard. I do not believe it is an
economic analysis. If I am wrong about that, I can correct that
for the record.

Senator Gillibrand. That would be great largely because if
you have a pool of unspent fuel sitting 50 miles from New York
City, it becomes a national security risk that is real. It also

is an environmental hazard.
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Does anyone else have further thoughts on that question-?

Ms. Caputo. If confirmed, this is certainly an issue that
I would like to look into and focus on and certainly be briefed
by the staff.

Senator Gillibrand. I would be very grateful.

Mr. Dwight. I have nothing to add to what Annie just told
you.

Senator Gillibrand. Susan?

Ms. Bodine. Not on that issue, nothing.

Senator Gillibrand. Thank you.

If anyone has a thought, should there be limits placed on
the amount of time that spent fuel can remain in a spent fuel
pool, particularly if you do have an environmental or national
security issue?

Ms. Svinicki. Senator, again, thank you for that question.

NRC looks closely at the hazard posed in making these
safety determinations, although i1t has been NRC’s established
position that spent fuel pool storage is safe and equally safe
to the dry cask storage, the other alternative.

Senator Gillibrand. I think of safe as a measure of what.
When you are looking at national security concerns and location,
I think you have to maybe augment that definition of what is
safe.

My second question is for Susan Bodine. It has been
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reported that during your time as partner at the law firm of
Barnes and Thornburg, you represented the plastics company
Saint-Gobain.

As you may know, Saint-Gobain was responsible for polluting
the drinking water in Hoosick Falls, New York with PFOA. The
Saint-Gobain facility in Hoosick Falls has been proposed for
listing as a federal superfund site. That proposed listing is
still pending at the EPA. Could you please describe the work
you did on behalf of Saint-Gobain-?

Ms. Bodine. Thank you, Senator Gillibrand.

First, let me say that I would have no problem bringing an
enforcement action against any company whatsoever, whether I
worked for them in the past or not.

Second, I have never worked for the performance plastics
company that vyou are referring to. I did work with a company
called Saint Gobain Containers, headguartered in Muncie,
Indiana. They make glass containers. For example, they have a
facility in Milford, Massachusetts that makes 1.2 million beer
bottles a day.

Their issue 1s that they wanted to increase the amount of
glass that was recycled because if they use recycled glass
instead of raw material, they can reduce their energy cost and
their emissions. My entire representation for them was

associated with encouraging recycling.
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Senator Gillibrand. In your written testimony, you bring
up the term “cooperative federalism” several times. How do you
envision the EPA role versus the role of States in enforcing
federal environmental statutes?

Ms. Bodine. As I mentioned earlier, many of our
environmental statutes authorize or delegate to States the
responsibility for carrying out those laws. I think we need to
have close coordination with the authorized States to the
delegated States so that we are not duplicating action and are
both conserving our resources to the greatest extent.

That does not say that there is no role for OECA at all.
Of course there are some matters that EPA and the Enforcement
Office at EPA are uniquely qualified to carry out whether it is
going after sector initiatives or companies with facilities in
multiple States. It is more efficient to take an action that
involves multiple facilities and criminal enforcement as well.
EPA has unique capabilities in that area.

Senator Gillibrand. Finally, the Trump budget proposes to
cut the funding of the 0Office of Enforcement and Compliance
Assurance by 24 percent. What impact do you expect that will
have on the ability of the EPA to hold polluters accountable?

Ms. Bodine. Again, I expect to work with the enforcement
staff and with States to go after the highest priority and the

most egregious polluters. States are going to implement the
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day-to-day enforcement but EPA is going to maintain an
enforcement presence, certainly create the deterrent effect, and
take these high profile cases.

Senator Gillibrand. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Barrasso. Thank you very much.

Before turning to Senator Ernst, I would like to introduce
for the record a letter of support for Ms. Bodine’s nomination
from Stanley Meiburg, the EPA’s Acting Deputy Administrator in
the Obama Administration, supporting her nomination with the
quote “Ms. Bodine’s presence as a confirmed nominee will
strengthen the voice of enforcement in that agency.”

Without obijection, that will be admitted.

[The referenced information follows:]
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Senator Barrasso. Senator Ernst.

Senator Ernst. Thank you, Mr. Chair. Thank you, panelists
and witnesses, for being here today.

Ms. Bodine, I have some questions for you related to how
you will manage and conduct the Office of Enforcement and
Compliance Assurance at EPA because I think this will be a
crucial part of EPA’s effort to win back the trust of many
Americans.

As you know, regulations and their standards are not always
clear. We can see that through WOTUS and so many other examples
that are not always clear on what they require.

Do you believe it is part of EPA’s job to make sure
regulated parties, like farmers and manufacturers who want to
comply, know how they can comply?

Ms. Bodine. Yes, Senator, I very much believe that is a
role that EPA plays. That means that the Enforcement Office
needs to work with the States and the EPA program offices so
that we all have a consistent understanding of what the law
requires and that we communicate that to the farmers, industry

and municipalities.

Senator Ernst. Wonderful. Consistent understanding and
communication, I love that. I think that is very, very
important.

To briefly follow up, what do you believe should be the
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primary goal of enforcement in addressing so many of our
compliance problems? Do you believe it is EPA’s role, not Jjust
to levy fines against people, but to also go in and assist them
with actual compliance?

Ms. Bodine. The goal is compliance. The goal is not
enforcement. Enforcement is not an end to itself; it is an
important tool to make sure that our environmental laws are
complied with. So, yes, compliance assistance is another tool
and I think also a very important tool.

Senator Ernst. Very good because I believe if we are to
solve any of our issues, we have to get to the root cause of the
problem, that is assistance with compliance to make sure we all
fall within that compliance and move toward the goal of those
regulations.

Thank you very much. I yield back my time.

Senator Barrasso. Thank you very much, Senator.

Senator Carper.

Senator Carper. Senator Whitehouse was here earlier. He
is a busy fellow this morning, so I am going to yield to him for
whatever questions he would like to ask.

Senator Whitehouse. I thank the Ranking Member and I
welcome all the witnesses. To the candidates who are here for
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, we have had our discussion

already. I will not re-litigate any of those issues here.
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We stand extremely ready to work with you to speed up the
processes of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission so that next
generation nuclear facilities can be appropriately brought on
line here with, to me, the most particular and ultimate goal to
find technologies that will allow us to turn our existing
nuclear waste stockpile, which has to be a multi-trillion dollar
liability on the books of the United States 1f properly
accounted for, into an asset by allowing it to be used to create
power, to create electrons.

In the meantime, I look forward to working with you to try
to find ways to enable our safely operating nuclear plants, to
continue to safely operate rather than shut them down because
they are not adequately compensated for the carbon-free nature
of their power. We said that already. We can keep going.

My concern mostly is with Ms. Bodine. I am sorry about the
circumstance you find yourself in because I think that the
Environmental Protection Agency has, in a nutshell, been
captured by a corporate polluter raiding party and now is under
the direction of agents of the big polluters that it was
intended to regulate.

The founding fathers’ word for this would, I think, have
been corruption. Teddy Roosevelt would probably have had far
stronger words. The polluter raiding party, I am sorry to say,

can bet on zero oversight from the EPW Committee majority which
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would not even require the incoming Administrator’s disclosure
of his conflicts of interest arising from his dark money
political fund-raising operation.

Because dark money 1is a bizarre new phenomenon in our
political world, this set of appointees was the first to raise
this conflict of interest question. This committee fell down on
its duty to get the requisite disclosure to understand what
those conflicts of interest might be.

Therefore, I am very worried that the EPA will not do much
enforcing of environmental laws during this Administration. As
you know already, Ms. Bodine, Scott Pruitt’s record on
environmental enforcement is abysmal. He eliminated the
Environmental Protection Unit in the Oklahoma Attorney General’s
Office; did not participate in the Oklahoma Environmental Crime
Task Force which is predecessor led; could not list a single
environmental enforcement achievement during his confirmation;
and stopped reporting the enforcement that his predecessor had
reported, including numbers of criminal investigations, federal
and State environmental prosecutions, felony convictions of
individuals, jail time, fines and other basic enforcement
statistics.

If you are doing a terrible job, I suppose the first thing
you want to do is get rid of the reporting. Refusing to release

those statistics recurred again. He would not report even to us
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during his confirmation, again, I think knowing perfectly well
that the Majority was not going to require any information from
him.

The agency you will come in to lead has an impressive
history of enforcing environmental statutes. Let me ask, first,
if you will continue the process of reporting that has been the
tradition of that part of EPA?

Ms. Bodine. Yes, Senator, absolutely.

Senator Whitehouse. You will not follow the Pruitt model
of closing the reporting to cover up the fact that there is no
enforcement left?

Ms. Bodine. OECA has always issued its annual enforcement
numbers. If confirmed, OECA will continue to release its annual
enforcement numbers.

Senator Whitehouse. 1If you are told by the Administrator
to go light or to back off or to take it easy or to let it go,
how will we know that is taking place and how will we know that
you did not say okay?

Ms. Bodine. Senator, I cannot accept that premise.

Senator Whitehouse. Okay. Change it to the President.
What if the President tells you that? We know he said to let
Flynn go. Why wouldn’t he say let some polluter go?

Ms. Bodine. Enforcement has always been non-partisan and

independent at EPA. If confirmed, I would make sure that
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continued to be true.

Senator Whitehouse. One of the things people do when asked
to do things that are inconsistent with their duties is to push
back or resign. Would you be prepared to do that if the
pressure from the Administrator was, in your view, 1inconsistent
with the duties and obligations of the agency?

Ms. Bodine. Again, Senator, I cannot imagine that
circumstance coming up, but, ves, I have my own integrity but so
does Administrator Pruitt. I am not at all concerned that the
circumstance would ever arise.

Senator Whitehouse. Wow, because that runs wildly contrary
to his entire record.

My time has expired.

Senator Barrasso. Thank you very much.

I would like to point out to the committee that any
questions relating to potential conflicts for Administrator
Pruitt have been fully addressed by the Office of Government
Ethics on January 17, 2017.

Walter Schaub, who is the Director of the Office of
Government Ethics, responded to a letter from the Ranking Member
and other EPW Democrats regarding Scott Pruitt and potential
conflicts of interest, “If OGE, the Office of Government Ethics,
has transmitted a certified financial disclosure report and an

ethics agreement to the Senate, 1t means that OGE is satisfied
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that all financial conflicts of interest have been identified
and resolved.”

This follows Administrator Pruitt’s OGE financial
disclosure report and ethics agreement that was transmitted to
this committee on January 4, 2017. His letter states, “We,” the
OGE, “believe that this nominee is in compliance with applicable
laws and regulations governing conflicts of interest.”

I ask unanimous consent to enter these two letters into the
record.

Senator Whitehouse. I would object and ask unanimous
consent also to enter into the record, along with it, the
correspondence we have had with OGE about how the dark money
operation was not actually considered by them and therefore, was
never looked at and was not a part of that OGE response.

Senator Barrasso. Without objection.
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Senator Whitehouse. Thank you. No objection then on my
side.

[The referenced information follows:]
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Senator Barrasso. Senator Sullivan.

Senator Sullivan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I just want to make a few comments based on my good friend,
Senator Whitehouse’s comments. And he is my good friend and we
work on a lot of things together, but we all agree that we need
clean water and clean air. Really important, whether you are
from New Jersey or Alaska or Rhode Island.

We also need an EPA that follows the law, that actually
follows the law, reads statutes and follows the law. With all
due respect to my colleagues on the other side of the aisle,
there are many people in my State, Democrats and Republicans,
that believe the last administrator of the EPA didn’t follow the
law at all. So one of the refreshing things about Administrator
Pruitt is that he is going to follow the law. The EPA has to
follow the law.

Would you agree with that, Ms. Bodine?

Ms. Bodine. Yes, absolutely, Senator.

Senator Sullivan. And I think, and you don’t have to
comment on this, but as a former AG who also sued the EPA, they
didn’t follow the law a lot, particularly during the last four
years. So I think it is a breath of fresh air that we have a
new administrator who actually wants to follow the law and work
with States. If you are confirmed, will you commit to work with

the States, States like Alaska or Rhode Island or New Jersey oOr
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Illinois, to work with us to clean up hazardous sites, to clean
up pollution, other things that are the core mission of the EPA?

Ms. Bodine. Yes, Senator, absoclutely.

Senator Sullivan. Let me go into a specific issue that
relates to Alaska. There was a hearing here recently on
contaminated lands that we have with Alaska Native Land Claims
Settlement Act. This is millions of acres of lands that were
transferred to Alaska Natives. We had a very powerful witness
just a couple months ago, Ms. Lukin, who is an Alaska Native,
who talked about this kind of Catch-22 that Alaska Native
corporations are in with regard to CERCLA requirements and the
cleanup. They are being required to now clean up lands that
were transferred to them by the Federal Government.

You are very familiar with this issue; we have talked about
it. Do you care to comment on that briefly?

Ms. Bodine. Yes, Senator. Yes, I am familiar with that
issue. Currently, EPA enforcement uses its enforcement
discretion to not seek to compel the Alaska Native villages to
clean up the lands because, of course, the contamination was
caused by the Federal Government.

Senator Sullivan. Right.

Ms. Bodine. But right now it is an enforcement discretion
policy, it is not statute.

Senator Sullivan. First of all, I think, Mr. Chairman, the
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Ranking Member, my colleagues on the other side of the aisle, I
actually believe there is a bipartisan sense that we can
hopefully fix this from a statutory perspective on this
Committee and in the Senate.

But, as we work through that, can you commit to me to
continue that kind of discretion on an issue that would
essentially bankrupt these companies through no fault of their
own-?

Ms. Bodine. Yes, sir.

Senator Sullivan. And would you commit to work with the
Committee to help us try to maybe get to a place where the
Administration and, in a bipartisan way, this Committee can work
to craft a statutory resolution?

Ms. Bodine. Yes, sir.

Senator Sullivan. Let me turn to another issue. 1In
Chicken, Alaska, I believe vyou are familiar with what happened
to my constituents during a raid conducted by the EPA: assault
weapons, body armor, the whole nine yards. It was like the U.S.
Marines invading a rural community in Alaska, EPA officials
armed with weapons to look for clean water violations that they
never found. Are you familiar with that?

Ms. Bodine. Yes, I am.

Senator Sullivan. Do you believe that EPA should have

agents that are trained to be armed when we have Federal
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marshals or local, State, and Federal officials that can execute
warrants or execute enforcement actions just as easily, better
trained than EPA agents armed and coming in and scaring the heck
out of law-abiding Alaskans who haven’t done anything wrong?

Ms. Bodine. Senator Sullivan, i1if I am confirmed, I would
like to review the guidance and policies for when EPA agents
would be armed.

Senator Sullivan. Thank you. I had a bill that would
disarm the EPA. The first 20 years of its existence the EPA had
no armed agents. I don’t think they need them now. I think it
is a waste of taxpayer money and it encourages abuses like you
saw 1n Chicken, Alaska. So I would like to work with you on
that as well.

By the way, I think you are highly qualified. I think vyou
are goling to make an outstanding addition to the EPA’s
leadership. I look forward to voting for your confirmation.

Let me just ask a final question of our other witnesses.
How can we assure that we continue the highest levels of safety
with regard to our civilian nuclear energy capacity as we look
to move forward and actually move forward on perhaps building
new reactors that have the capacity to bring clean energy to our
power generation for the United States?

Open up to any of the panelists who are up for confirmation

on the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
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philosophy, in being a member of this Committee for nearly 10
years, that our safety determinations need to be rooted in the
facts, in analysis, need to have rigorous cost-benefit analyses
behind them, and be developed in a transparent way with
stakeholder and public involvement; and I think that leads to
the most informed decisions.

Senator Sullivan. Thank you.

Ms. Caputo. I think that history and that track record
sets the stage for future reviews. T think timeliness and
efficiency is one aspect of that so there is predictability for
companies who may embark on development of advanced nuclear.

Senator Sullivan. Great. Thank you.

Mr. Wright. And I think vigilance. You have to pay
attention to it every day, and don’t accept anything at face
value. You have to just review it all the time. Safety is
number one.

Senator Sullivan. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Barrasso. Thank you, Senator Sullivan.

Senator Carper.

Senator Carper. Thanks, Mr. Chairman. Let me yield to my
time, at this point, to Senator Booker.

Senator Booker. I wanted to go really quickly here.
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Chairman Svinicki, as my colleague said, it is really
exciting; billions of dollars of investment, private investment,
are really invested in advanced nuclear reactors. It is
incredible. The next generation of reactors is going to be more
safe, more efficient. I worry, though, the NRC has a lot of
experience in licensing water-cooled reactors, but limited
experience with advanced non-water-cooled designs.

Yes or no, do you think the NRC should move forward to a
more technologically inclusive risk-informed regulatory
framework for advanced reactor licensing?

Ms. Svinicki. Yes, and we have begun to develop that, but
we have work yet to do.

Senator Booker. A lot of work, in my opinion. And I am
grateful for the work you are putting in.

These advanced reactors, these sub-critical reactors, these
advanced fusion reactors are, Lo me, very, very exciting. Do
you believe, yes or no, that the NRC should subject these
technologies to the existing regulatory framework design, or
would you expect the NRC, instead, to quickly develop a more
appropriate risk-based regulation for these types of inherently
safer technologies?

Ms. Svinicki. Senator, we should move forward on the
development of a new framework, but if a designer comes in and

seeks approval now, although it might be inefficient, I think we
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should try to get started. So we should do both at the same
time.

Senator Booker. I am grateful for that. Just wanted to
get that on the record.

Ms. Bodine, I just want to switch to you because I have a
great degree of alarm at the state of our Country’s
environmental well-being, especially as it affects the poorest
amongst us, minorities, Tribal communities. In fact, 50 years
of research reveals that these minority, low-income and Tribal
communities, are more likely to be exposed to really serious
environmental contaminants, public health hazards.

I have begun to visit these around the United States of
America and it is literally stunning, the condition of some
communities, as you know. Even Reuters just released a report
about lead poisoning with communities, over 1,000 communities
having more than twice the lead poisoning blood levels than even
Flint does.

And this is why I am really alarmed. You all will, in
OECA, have EPA’s environmental justice program which is charged
with identifying these problems and health disparities for
minority and low-income populations. That falls underneath the
purview of OECA. So I was stunned with President Trump proposed
to eliminate funding in 2018 for the Office of Environmental

Justice. So I just have three quick questions.
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One 1s, do you believe that there is a problem in America
with certain communities that are adversely affected by
outrageous circumstances of environmental injustice?

Ms. Bodine. Yes, I believe there can be adverse effects on
low-income or minority populations.

Senator Booker. So, yes, there is a persistent problem
with environmental injustice in this Country in certain
communities. Yes, correct?

Ms. Bodine. Yes.

Senator Booker. All right. So, if confirmed, will you
commit, in a Nation where we literally swear an oath, you and I,
that we will be a Country of liberty and justice for all, will
you commit to making environmental justice a top priority to
alleviate the injustice going on in certain poor and minority
communities?

Ms. Bodine. Environmental justice is important to all the
EPA program offices, and the President’s budget states that each
program office will continue to incorporate environmental
justice into their programs. That includes the enforcement
program.

Senator Booker. And that will be a priority for you?

Ms. Bodine. Yes.

Senator Booker. Okay. I don’t have much more time.

Because 1f it is my children living in places with cancer
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alleys, higher instances of respiratory diseases -- right now I
live in Newark, New Jersey. We have Superfund sites in our
community, at a time where there is no resources to clean them
up. And I have seen the longitudinal data. I hope you have
studied it. Children born in those areas, if you are a pregnant
woman, 20 percent higher rates of autism, 20 percent higher
rates of birth defects. It should be a priority and it should
be an urgency.

So will you commit to me right now that your office will
advocate within the Administration for the environmental Jjustice
office to remain funded at least at 2017 levels so we as a
Nation can pursue, fight for, and establish environmental
justice in our Nation?

Ms. Bodine. So that office hasn’t always been located in
OECA and, according to the President’s budget request, the
cross-program functions of that office are going to be carried
out out of the 0Office of Policy and the 0Office of the
Administrator. And each program office i1s going to continue to
carry out their environmental justice functions.

I used to head up the office that carried out Superfund and
RCRA, and we had environmental justice considerations very front
and center in carrying out the decisions of whether it was
Superfund or the hazardous waste sites.

Senator Booker. So you are telling me that you don’t think
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it is your purview to be pursuing environmental justice in these
communities that are so adversely impacted?

Ms. Bodine. I didn’t say that, Senator.

Senator Booker. So will you explain to me? Because I am
going to have to vote on your confirmation, which I will not do
unless I know you are going to be a champion for communities of
color and communities of poverty.

Ms. Bodine. Yes, I will be a champion for communities of
color and communities of poverty; and those functions are going
to be carried out, under the President’s budget, both in the
program offices, which includes the enforcement office, as well
as out of the administrator’s office, which would, I assume,
continue to support the advisory committee, as well as there is
a tool that is called EJSCREEN that is a GIS-based tool that vyou
can go and look and see where there might be populations that
are either low income or are also minority populations.

To me, the most important component of carrying out these
environmental Jjustice responsibilities, 1s talking to people so
that you know where there might be these disproportionate
impacts, because our environmental laws are set to protect
everyone, but there can be disproportionate impacts based on
location, and we have a screening tool that allows us to examine
that. We also need to talk to the communities so we understand

what people’s exposures are. That is something that is
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important across the board.

Senator Booker. My time has expired.

Senator Sullivan. Thank you, Senator booker.

I would like to introduce for the record a letter from an
Obama Administration EPA general counsel under Administrator
Gina McCarthy, Avi Garbow, who writes, “Based on my experience,
Ms. Bodine possesses a strong intellect, a keen understanding of
environmental law and policy, and is respectful and responsive.
She is a seasoned environmental lawyer and a skilled advocate.”

T ask unanimous consent to enter this into the record. It
is a June 12, 2017 EPA.

Senator Carper. I object. No, I am just kidding.

[Laughter.]
Senator BRarrasso. Thank you.
Senator Carper. I don’t object.

Senator BRarrasso. You don’t? Thank you.

[Laughter.]

Senator Carper. You have to liven things up here just a
little bit. Loosen them up, anyway.

[The referenced information follows:]
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Senator Barrasso. Question for the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission nominees. The State of Wyoming is in the process of
applying to become what is known as an agreement State in order
to regulate uranium recovery. It is home to over 60 percent of
the Nation’s uranium production, and I anticipate Wyoming is
going to submit its application sometime later this vyear.

If confirmed, will you ensure that the Commission gives
this application fair consideration and makes a timely decision?

Ms. Svinicki. Yes, Senator, I will. And there is funding
requested to support our part of that review in the Fiscal Year
2018 budget.

Ms. Caputo. Yes, I will, Senator.

Mr. Wright. Yes, sir.

Senator BRarrasso. Thank you.

Senator Carper.

Senator Carper. Thanks, Mr. Chairman.

Let me yield to Senator Duckworth and thank her for coming
today.

Senator Duckworth. I thank the Ranking Member. Thank you,
Mr. Chairman.

I would like to start by submitting an op-ed co-authored by
Mary Gade, former Administrator of EPA Region 5 under President
Bush, and also Howard Lerner, from the Chicago Sun-Times for the

record. It is called “Trump EPA Plan Endangers a Global Gem -
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our Great Lakes.”
Senator Barrasso. Without objection.
Senator Duckworth. Thank you.

[The referenced information follows:]
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Senator Duckworth. The article explains why eliminating or
moving EPA Region 5 would be a grave mistake. As these authors
describe it, closing the region would be “penny-wise and pound
foolish, just like the flawed choice to seek short-term cost
savings that resulted in the Flint contaminated water tragedy.”

Ms. Bodine, I am interested in understanding your view on
this. I know we discussed this during our meeting, but your
answer focused on the process of closing offices, not on your
opinions as an enforcer. Do you believe eliminating EPA Region
5 would improve or harm enforcement?

Ms. Bodine. Senator, I haven’t seen any analysis that
would support that. And as I observed to you in your office,
Region 5 is a very large region. I also further note that there
is no regquest in the President’s budget for any funding to
eliminate any regions.

Senator Duckworth. But given the size of Region 5, if it
were eliminated, would it make it easier or harder to enforce
rules and regulations that help protect our environment?

Ms. Bodine. So, again, without understanding how the
resources would be picked up, I don’t have an answer to your
question.

Senator Duckworth. Okay. Well, I understand that you are
not the --

Ms. Bodine. But I am also not aware of any plan. I am not

ED_001863D_00002041-00072



aware of any plan to close Region 5.

Senator Duckworth. So I am trying to figure out your view
on this from a pure enforcement perspective. Would it increase
or decrease enforcement if Region 5 were to be shut down?

Ms. Bodine. If all the resources were simply transferred
to another region, it would be the same. But, again, I haven’t
seen any plan to do any of that.

Senator Duckworth. But you just said how large Region 5
is. If you move the EPA office for Region 5 somewhere else, the
EPA certainly would not be able to respond rapidly to instances
when they are needed. For example, we had tornadoes all
throughout Illinois, and oftentimes EPA is among the first to
respond. But if you shut down Region 5 and you moved it
somewhere else, say Kansas or somewhere else, do you think that
you could still respond adequately to any type of enforcement
requirement?

Ms. Bodine. Some of our other large regions actually have
separate offices, they have State offices, like the Montana
office. Obviously, there is an Alaska office. Now, I would
observe that maybe that would be less efficient if we had to
open up other offices but, again, my assumption would be any
plan, and again there 1is none, but if there were to be a plan,
it would have to examine all of those issues, including that

very valid issue you just raised about response time.
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Senator Duckworth. Well, I will certainly hold you to
that.

As the chief enforcement officer, you will be responsible
for setting the enforcement goals for the Agency, and this
Agency is tasked with safeguarding communities against
pollution. What goals will you set and what areas do you think
would demand your attention?

Ms. Bodine. Thank you, Senator Duckworth. As I said
earlier in response to Senator Inhofe, I want to look at the
performance measures because I want to help focus on outcomes.
So I want to sit down with the enforcement staff at EPA and talk
about what goals they think would be appropriate to achieve the
environmental outcome; that is compliance, that is reduction in
pounds of pollutants, that is pounds and cubic yards of waste
that is being cleaned up. Those type of outcome measures are
ones that I would like to focus on.

Senator Duckworth. So how would you be able to achieve
those types of measures, those types of goals, with the
diminished resources that the Trump Administration is proposing;
budget cuts, hiring freezes, regional office closures? How
would you be able to do your Jjob?

Ms. Bodine. Again, EPA’s enforcement is going to be
working with the States and, if confirmed, I would want to work

with the States to make sure that they are carrying out the base
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programs and that EPA would be focusing on the larger cases, the
cases where they have facilities crossing State lines, the
criminal enforcement cases, again, targeting the most egregious
cases, targeting the cases with the greatest return. And by
taking those actions it still creates an enforcement deterrent
because EPA is out there taking these actions.

Senator Duckworth. So you basically are saying you are
going to hand over many of those routine functions, say, to make
sure that there is no lead in the water supply onto the States.
That didn’t work out very well in Michigan at all. In fact, it
failed miserably, and there are children now living with long-
term effects of that, and I don’t think that is acceptable.

Ms. Bodine. So you are describing what is already true
under our statutes. A State like Michigan, for example, is a
primacy State under the Safe Drinking Water Act and does have
primary enforcement responsibilities. EPA has a responsibility
to make sure that States are carrying out those functions.
There 1s something called the state review framework, where EPA
and the States get together and they evaluate the other States.

Senator Duckworth. But that obvicusly failed in Michigan
and obviously it did not work. EPA had the ability to step in
and stop what was happening in Flint and did not, and failed to
do so. And I have Galesburg, Illinois, that has lead in the

water supply right now. We have lead in water in Chicago, and I
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am fearful that EPA, under you, 1s not going to do its job in
regulating and making sure that we hold people accountable.

Ms. Bodine. May I respond, Senator? Flint wasn’t a normal
situation, and, if I am confirmed, I would want to make
absolutely certain that the EPA staff who are enforcement staff
in the regions, as well as the headquarters, that if they see a
situation like that where, as you point out, it was a tragedy,
children were being affected by lead, that they need to report
up, because we need to know about it.

Senator Duckworth. My problem is that the Trump
Administration cuts the budget to have those staff on the
ground, so you won’t have anybody there in order to do that.

I am way over time, Mr. Chairman. I apologize. I yield
back.

Senator Barrasso. Thank you, Senator Duckworth. I
appreciate your comments.

I had a gquestion for the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
nominees. I would like each of you to tell me what you think
the biggest challenge is today for the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, what i1t currently faces and how, if confirmed, you
would address it.

Ms. Svinicki. I would, in this moment, identify that
enhancing our agility is a significant challenge for the agency.

When I joined the Commission in 2008, there was an envisioned
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nuclear renaissance. Many new reactors were envisioned being
under construction, and it is hard, in a large organization,
when we don’t face those circumstances today, to size ourselves
and adjust our processes for the energy system that we have
today, not the energy system that the United States predicted 10
years ago. S0, as an agency, we need to be able to resource and
size ourselves in an agile way.

Senator Barrasso. Ms. Caputo?

Ms. Caputo. I would agree with that. One of the
challenges I think that we have watched certainly here in this
Committee is, like the Chairman said, the shift from burgeoning
growth in the industry to now a decrease, and yet we will see
more change coming as advanced reactors blossom and develop and
begin to seek licenses at the agency. S50, as she said, agility
and being able to position staff to manage those workload
changes I think remains the biggest challenge.

Senator Barrasso. Mr. Wright?

Mr. Wright. I totally agree that right-sizing the agency
and streamlining is important. Obviously, we need to make sure
that our human capital is used the right way and that we have
the right expertise to do what we need to do.

Senator Barrasso. Senator Carper.

Senator Carper. Thanks, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Markey has been in and out several times.
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Senator Markey, why don’t you go ahead?

Senator Markey. Have you gone yet?

Senator Carper. Go ahead, go ahead.

Senator Markey. 1 appreciate it. Thank you.

Let me start with a major issue facing the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission: how to ensure the safety of spent
nuclear fuel. According to an article in Science Magazine by
physicists from the Union of Concerned Scientists and Princeton
University, the NRC has drastically underestimated the risks
from a fire at a spent fuel pond. The NRC’s analysis has
underestimated both the probability of a spent fuel fire and its
consequences. As a result, the NRC has understated the benefit
to the public of moving fuel from risky pools over to safer, dry
cast.

One of the Princeton authors of the new study ran a
simulation of the area that could be irradiated by a spent fuel
pool fire at the Pilgrim Power Station in Massachusetts if such
a fire occurred under summer weather conditions when beach
season 1s getting started. As you can see from the orange
contour, the impact of that fire would be devastating. Across
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, the consequences of
such an event would be absolutely catastrophic.

The scientists who did the analysis indicated that the cost

of the fire could be upwards of $2 trillion nationally, an
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economic disruption. By contrast, the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission’s estimate of the financial consequences was 20 times
less. And the Commission used that estimate to dismiss the
benefit of dry cast storage, which would only cost $50 million
per reactor.

So, by dramatically reducing the cost that would occur 1if
such a fire did hit a nuclear power plant, the NRC, in its cost-
benefit analysis, is able to avoid forcing the utilities to move
from the spent fuel pools over to dry cast.

Do any of you disagree that the NRC should apply state-of-
the-art science when making decisions about safety?

Ms. Svinicki. Senator, of course I am in agreement that
the correct science should be applied. The NRC staff has done a
quick review of the article that you referenced. They have
looked at whether it presents different scenarios that were
unanalyzed by the NRC. They did not identify anything in this
preliminary review, but their look is ongoing, so if I may
respond for the record if there is additional comparative
details that they can provide.

Senator Markey. Well, it is a pretty blistering, scalding
indictment. It basically concludes that there was an
underestimation of the time to clean up after that kind of
contamination hit such an area; it failed to account for the

risk of a terrorist attack at a nuclear power plant that would
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seek to ignite a fire with these spent fuel pools; and it
actually failed to consider the economic consequences broadly of
what the impact would be, including after Fukushima, the
shutdown of nuclear power plants, whether or not that same thing
would occur in our own Country.

So your staff has not done you a good service i1f they have
evaluated the article and not come back, then, with the analysis
of these vulnerabilities that have been identified by the
Princeton scientists in the evaluation done by the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission.

Have you had a chance to read that Science Magazine
article?

Ms. Svinicki. I have not, Senator.

Senator Markey. Have any of you read the Science Magazine
article?

Ms. Caputo. I wasn’'t aware of it.

Senator Markey. Well, again, this just goes to the whole
issue of what the impact is, ultimately, on an area when a fire
like that could occur. So I recommend to you that you read it,
because I am going to keep coming back on it in terms of the
impact.

Ms. Bodine, last year I did a report entitled “The ABCs of
PCBs, A Toxic Threat to America’s Schools.” We have up to 14

million students nationwide, nearly 30 percent of America’s
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school-aged population may be exposed to PCBs for hours every
day in their schools. In the President’s budget, President
Trump cuts the budget by 34 percent to be able to deal with
these 1issues.

How will it be possible, Ms. Bodine, for the Trump
Administration to deal with this kind of exposure to PCBs of
students in cities and towns all across our Country 1f there is
a 34 percent reduction in the EPA budget to be able to ensure
that there is compliance?

Ms. Bodine. Senator Markey, if confirmed, I would look
into the issue you are raising about the PCBs in schools and,
again, as I said earlier, OECA, the Federal EPA enforcement is
going to continue to focus on cases with the most impact. That
might be one of them. And the delegated States, authorized
States are going to carry out the core basic mission, which they
are already doing. EC0OS likes to put out the statistic that 96
percent of the environmental statutes and work 1s being carried
out by States already.

Senator Markey. Well, here President Trump is going to
make sure that children in schools all across the Country are
going to be more exposed to PCBs in their classrooms, and sayving
to States and local communities good luck, you take 1t over.
The EPA had responsibility. So to the extent to which there is

a 34 percent reduction in the Trump EPA budget for that issue,
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you can be sure that the States will try to intervene, but the
reason there is a Federal program is because it is so pervasive,
so hard, and actually part of a policy back in the 1950s and
1960s, all the way up to 1979, when PCBs were kind of given a
free pass. And I blame the Federal Government on that, which is
why we had to upgrade the Toxic Substances Control Act last
year.

Mr. Chairman, I want to compliment you, Mr. Chairman, on
the rewrite of TSCA last vyear, but this 34 percent cut in this
budget is just disgraceful. It really is going to put children
all over our Country at great unnecessary risk that could have
been avoided if the President didn’t cut that budget for
children to be protected.

Mr. Chairman, I have other questions for the witnesses that
I will submit to you for the record and with my hope that the
witnesses will answer them. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Inhofe. [Presiding.] Thank you, Senator Markey.

Senator Carper, let me put four things into the record.

Senator Carper. Go right ahead.

Senator Inhofe. So I won’t forget.

Ask unanimous consent a June 12, 2017 EPA press release
that includes statements in support of the EPA nominee from six
Democrats, six Republicans, and two association leaders.

Without objection.
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The six letters in support of the EPA nominee, two letters
in support of the NRC nominees, one statement for the record
from Senators Heller and Cortez Masto. Without objection, I ask
that they be made a part of the record.

[The referenced information follows:]
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Senator Inhofe. Senator Carper.

Senator Carper. Thanks, Mr. Chairman.

I know several of my colleagues have drilled down on the
question of funding for EPA, particularly funding for the
efforts of the agency that you would lead if confirmed, Ms.
Bodine.

I asked my staff to go back and to share with me, and I
will share with you, what happened to EPA funding overall in the
last Administration. Some people would say, well, it probably
went up. Well, it didn’t. In fact, it was reduced overall for
those eight years by about 20 percent, about 3 percent a vyear,
something like that. So this Administration has not inherited a
robust budget level of funding for EPA.

The Administration would further reduce overall in their
budget proposal funding for the EPA by about a third overall.
For the agency that, 1f confirmed, you would lead, reduction
would be about another roughly 24 percent. And the States in
this program are what we call a policy of cooperative
federalism, the States who share responsibility with the Federal
Government on making sure the environment is clean and safe.
This Administration would reduce the budget for the States to do
their share by almost half.

Now, that may not concern you. As a former governor, it

concerns me. It concerns me. We are talking basically by
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reducing by half over the last 10 years, 9 years, reducing by
half the resources available to do the job in your agency, and
also by half for States to do their share in enforcement.

Does that trouble you? Does that concern you?

Ms. Bodine. So I don’t believe that the State cooperative
federalism grant budget is being cut in half. I don’t have the

exact number in front of me.

Senator Carper. I believe it is 44 percent. Forty-four
percent.
Ms. Bodine. I will have to look at those numbers.

Senator Carper. Can’t make this stuff up.

Ms. Bodine. I would point out that the environmental
counsel of the States, their report on cooperative federalism
that they issued yesterday, they point out that they are calling
for a recalibration of State and Federal roles, and they say
that that can lead to more effective environmental management at
lower cost.

Senator Carper. We are going to move off of this, but this
is a source of real concern, certainly to our side of the aisle,
and we will come back to this later.

You were all asked three questions before you testified,
and one of the questions you were asked, I think it was the
second guestion asked, was, do you agree to ensure the

testimony, briefings, documents, and electronic and other forms
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of information are provided to this Committee and its staff, and
other appropriate committees, in a timely manner? Each of you
sald yes. Each of you said yes. I want to take you at your
word. I know a couple of you pretty well. I know Ms. Svinicki
very well, have a high regard for her.

But I am going to come back and sort of ask that question,
Ms. Bodine, in a different way. You are a current Senate
staffer and one who is, I think, highly regarded.

I am troubled in this situation. I think other folks on
our side are troubled. I think Republicans would be troubled if
we had a situation, if they faced a situation, our Republican
friends faced a situation where Democrats were a majority in the
House, majority in the Senate, and also had the presidency, the
White House, and our Republican friends wanted to get their
questions answered from this administration, from a Democratic
administration; and that Democratic administration basically
would put out direction from the administration to say you don’t
have to respond to the minority. You don’t have to respond to
the minority.

How do you think the Republicans would take that? You have
been around here for a while. How do you think they would take
that?

Ms. Bodine. I have worked for Congress for thirteen and a

half years in my career, and I have deep respect for the
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oversight responsibility of Congress. If confirmed, my bias
would always be to respond to any member of Congress, whether
the majority or the minority, and certainly would not see that
there would be any change in practice from EPA.

Senator Carper. I don’t have much time left. One second.
I hope the Chairman will be generous with me.

He cares a lot about oversight. I do as well. When you
have one team, whether it is all Democrat or Republican, whoever
is on the outs, whoever is in the minority, they are more likely
to do real oversight.

There is almost an inclination if you happen to be
Republican, the White House, the House and the Senate are all
Republican, there is less of an inclination to do the kind of
tough oversight that is needed, and it falls to the minority.
And when the minority can’t have our questions responded to, as
has turned out to be the case repeatedly here, and especially
when the White House itself says don’t answer those guys, you
don’t have to answer those guys, that is deeply troubling, I
think for any of us. I don’t care what party we are part of.

Let me ask a question, if I can. I will come to the
Chairman of the NRC, if I could. A lot of gquestions have been
asked of you already. 1Is there a question that we should have
asked, that we should have asked that hasn’t been asked? 1Is

there a question that you think ought to be asked that hasn’t
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been asked? I have several more, but what do you think?

Ms. Svinicki. I don’t know that it is a very good strategy
for me to propose a question that is particularly tricky,
because the tricky questions are the ones you should be asking,
but maybe why I am here for a third term, which I never could
have conceived of, to tell you the truth, Senator. But I have
developed a strong commitment and devotion to the NRC and its
people. Candidly, this is a town of great opportunity if vyou
are a hard worker, but I couldn’t think of anything that was a
better application of what I know right now.

So, again, 1f the Senate acts favorably on my nomination, I
am very, very honored to continue. I have had some friends and
family question my sanity, but I am very committed to this work
if T am allowed to continue.

Senator Carper. Well, Senator Inhofe and I have sat here
in these seats in the past, and you sat there, and we have
watched some very, very difficult questioning and a lot of,
frankly, discomfort among the five NRC commissioners, and things
seem to have, I will say, quieted down and there seems to be a
more collaborative willingness to develop consensus. How do you
explain how this has happened?

Ms. Svinicki. I don’t know, but I would observe that we
appear to be bucking the trend. I think that we have, again,

people of strong care and commitment. We had another Senate

ED_001863D_00002041-00088



89

hearing last week and Senator Alexander remarked upon he
observed from the dais the same collegiality amongst the serving
members of the Commission. I indicated that to us collegiality
is separate and distinct from agreeing, necessarily, on any
particular matter; that collegiality is the overriding behavior,
and we may disagree on individual matters, but collegiality is
the imperative, and I think it is a shared value.

Senator Carper. Mr. Chairman, I was out in California
during the Memorial Day recess and met with a bunch of companies
out there between San Francisco and San Jose doing exciting and
interesting things with technology and innovation and job
creation. I asked one of the big electric utilities out there,
I said, where do you see growth? Because that particular
utility, PG&E, they are actually providing a lot of incentives
for their customers, business and otherwise, to use less
electricity.

I said, how do you consider your stay in business and be
profitable. You know what they said? They said there is, over
the horizon, a huge demand for electricity that is going to come
from electric vehicles. Electric vehicles. And I was at a
place where they were making buses, huge buses that carry like
50 people, and they go 300 miles between charges. Three hundred
miles.

So there 1s a huge, going to be, I think, growing demand
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for electricity, actually part of the vehicles, trucks, and
buses that they would ride in, and I think, in order to meet
that need, part of that generation of electricity has to come
from nuclear; and we are seeing one plant after the other after
another close and be noticed for foreclosure.

As we all know, nuclear doesn’t put out any sulfur dioxide
or nitrogen oxide or carbon dioxide, no mercury; and it has to
be part of our solution, and we Jjust want to work with you to
continue to address that need and to make sure that nuclear is
an important part of the mix.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to submit for the record, if T
could, a survey done by the National Association of Clean Air
Agencies, which shows State agencies are deeply troubled by the
Trump budget cuts, and it will impact what States can do in
regards to clean air. I ask for unanimous consent.

Senator Inhofe. Without objection.

[The referenced information follows:]
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Senator Carper. Again, we thank you all for being with us
today. Especially thank your families. Annie, T would just say
that your children have been very well behaved and your husband
unusually well behaved.

Ms. Caputo. Thank you.

[Laughter.]

Senator Carper. We applaud them all.

Thank you very much.

And let me just say to your mom, Mr. Wright, Dawvid, Ms.
Wright, my mom and her mom were born on the same day. Same day,
August 18th. I always called my mom on her birthday, but I
always call my mom on my birthday, too, which is January 23rd,
just to thank her for bringing me into the world. Those are
some of the most memorable conversations I think I have ever
had.

Mr. Wright. I agree.

Senator Carper. Thank you.

I want to thank your mom for having your back today.

Mr. Wright. She has always had my back. I brought her as
my body guard today.

Senator Inhofe. Well, let me just make a comment.

I do agree with a couple of the things that my good friend,
Senator Carper, has said, and I disagree with some, obviously.

One of the things I have learned, and we talked about this a
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couple hours ago, was the first subcommittee that I chaired was
1996, and it was this subcommittee, and the subcommittee, at
that time, was relieved that they were actually going to get
oversight. You don’t expect that, really, from a bureaucracy.
But they had had no oversight for four vears, so they really
didn’t have any direction. It was as if nobody cared and no one
was looking.

Right now it i1s a different environment altogether. I
think people realize that this kind of resistance to nuclear
energy that has been out there has been overcome to a great
extent. It is going to have to be part of the mix. When I have
sald all of the above, it has always include that. By the way,
we do have some deadlines that we have to meet so that we will
be able to continue our operations.

Is it all right if T go ahead with our final remarks?

Well, if there are any more questions for today, members
may submit follow-up written questions for the record. They are
called QFRs. We are not talking about 1,600 like Pruitt had to
go through, but questions for Ms. Svinicki by the close of
business today, Tuesday, the 13th of June. Ms. Svinicki should
respond to those questions by close of business tomorrow,
Wednesday, June 14th.

With the agreement of Ranking Member Carper, I am

expediting the QFR process regarding Ms. Svinicki’s nomination
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because the Committee will vote on her nomination this Thursday.
By reporting her quickly, it is our hope that we can expedite
her confirmation through the full Senate so that the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission does not lose its quorum when her current
term expires at the end of June.

Senator Carper. Mr. Chairman, Jjust for clarification, how
long would she have to respond?

Senator Inhofe. I am going to go back and reread this,
because this was an agreement that the Chairman that I am
sitting in for right now came to.

Senator Carper. Our staff says one day, so that would be
like noon tomorrow? Close of business tomorrow. Qkay, we are
fine with that.

Senator Inhofe. It is my understanding that was an
agreement that was had.

Senator Carper. Sounds good.

Senator Inhofe. Members may also submit follow-up
questions, follow-up written QFRs for Ms. Caputo, Mr. Wright,
and Ms. Bodine by close of business this Thursday, June 15th.
The nominees should respond to those questions by close of
business the following Thursday, June 22nd.

All right, I want to thank the nominees for their time and
their testimony today, and we are adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 11:50 a.m. the committee was adjourned.]
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
1445 ROSS AVE, ROOM 9E13
DALLAS, TX 75202

CASE #: OI-DA-2012-CAC-0114 CROSS REFERENCE #:
TITLE: ARRA SF: TAR CREEK/LICRA TRUST QUI TAM

case acenT: I

MEMORANDUM OF ACTIVITY
NARRATIVE:
During the period of January 7 — 23, 2013, SA— completed the following
summary of investigative activity and findings for the purpose of assisting RON GALLEGOS,

Assistant United States Attorney, Western District of Oklahoma, Oklahoma City, OK, in making
a determination as to whether or not to join in the Qui Tam Lawsuit.

BACKGROUND

On May 15, 2012, SA— received Hotline Complaint 2012-139 pertaining to a Qui
Tam complaint filed under seal on April 26, 2012. The complaint was filed by two complainants
alleging a conspiracy to defraud the United States Government through the submission of False
Claims and False Statements. In 2009, an EPA American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
(ARRA) funded grant, in an amount exceeding $15M, was awarded to the Oklahoma
Department of Environmental Quality in (ODEQ). The purpose of the grant was to provide
funding to the Lead Impacted Communities Relocation Assistance Trust (LICRAT or “The
Trust”) to complete the home buyout and relocation project involving all residents living in the
Picher, Cardin, and Hockerville, OK, areas. The project included demolition and debris removal
of all homes which had been purchased. The Trust subsequently received a grant from ODEQ
upon which they advertised and awarded a series of subcontracts for the work required to
complete the project. The complainants allege that certain individuals conspired and worked in
concert with each other to submit false claims for work which was either never completed or not
allowed under the grant.

HISTORY

On August 31, 2004, the State of Oklahoma established the Trust for the purpose of relocating
families in highly contaminated areas of the Tar Creek Superfund Site. These areas consisted
primarily of the towns of Picher and Cardin, OK. In 2009, President Obama signed into law, the
ARRA. Under ARRA, a grant was awarded to the ODEQ, for pass through to the Trust sighting
relocation families within the “affected zone” to include demolition, debris removal, and
restoration of the property to a more natural state. The “affected zone” was defined as those
areas which were most likely to experience subsidence (land sinking) as a result of the

RESTRICTED INFORMATION | This report is the property of the Office of Investigations and is loaned to your agency: it and its contents may not be
reproduced without written permission. The report is FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY and its disclosure to unauthorized
Page 1 persons is prohibited. Public availability to be determined under 5 U.S.C. 552.
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unnderground munng activities which had ocourred i the avea. The “affected zope” was
comprised primanty of the towns of Picher and Cardin, OK.

it of the funds, the Trust awarded a contract o TWIN BRIDGES,
Alezandria, LA, submtted the lowest bnd
based upon the concept that I would relocate and restore the micer homes mto an wnaffected,
uncontamunated area and resell them. excesstvely underbid the contract expecting o
mai:e. profit on the sale of the homes. The contract mneluded the demohition snd restorstion of
properies m the towns of Picher, Cardin, and Hockerville. Also mcluded m the contract was a
requirement fo fill an extensive subsidence area {sink hole} in Hockerville and then buld a cap
over the fill to return the land to a more natural state. Duning the period of time o which

held the mmmc%,. failed to complete even 10 percent of the work required.
Accordmply, after attempting to work with for approximately 2 years, the contract with
TWIN BRIDGES was termmnated for defbult.

Subsequently, upon rece

Following the termunpation of the TWIN BRIDGES contract, the Trust became aware that they
nesded m construction, demolition, debris removal,
and restoration. The members of the Trust were volunteers with no expersence relevant to this
project. As such, the Trust engaged the services of
The Trust then ssued a new RFP with Recause of the
experience with TWIN BRIDGES, this new RFP meluded certain criteria for guahity control,
time mianagement, and progress. A guality contrel gradmmg sheet was developed as a means t©
deternune the responsiveness fo bid requurements as well as capabilities to perform the job., The
contract was subsequently awarded to BACKHOE, DOZER & TRUCKING, Miami,
OK., as *\V&% the only entity deemed to be respomsive since thewr bid was the only one
to contain all the requurements.

After the award o F a competing contractor, DT SPECIALIZED SERVICE, Catoosa,
OK., filed a lawswit m district court based upon the Trust’s fmlure fo mset certain state mandates
doring the award process. Ultnnately, the coumt found the Trust faded to comply with the State
of Oklahoma’s Open Meeting Act and as such, the award to —1 ras vacated,

During the court procesdings, — was given the authorization o proceed with work at
which time, they and their subcontractors processed approximately 37 properties. Unfortunately,
doning this ime, the Trost became aware that was unable to obtan the required
performance and payment bonds. As avesult assigned all nghts and responsibilities
for performance under the contract to their subcontractor VISION CONSTRUCTION AND
PROJECT MANAGEMENT, INC. {AKA: CWF ENTERPRISES), Grove, QK. After the
pontract was vacated by the counrt, the Trust had no mechanism nader which VISION/ACWE could
be pard for the 37 properhies slready completed. As such, the Trust, i coordination with the
Oklahoma Attomey General’s Office (assigned to provide legal advice to the Trust), advised
VISION/CWE to file s lawsuit, The Trust and VISION/CWF came fo a settlement approved by
the cowmt and as such VISION/CWF was paid momies due for services rendered.

Following the lawsuil and contract award vacation by the comt, the Trust engaged the servicss of
Okdahoma’s Departiment of Central Services (DUS} for award of another contract, Accordingly,
DCS worked with the Trust and ODEQ to deternune the scope of work and contract

BESTRICTED INFORMATION | This reposy ts dee propenty of the (fficr of Investipations and 1 loaned to vour apeneyy 18 aad 183 contents sy st e
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requirements. In this instance, the filling of the subsidence area in Hockerville was removed
from the Scope of Work because the local communities and county had agreed to fill the hole.
The RFP included a Base Bid, an Alternate Bid, and an Option. The Base Bid was for the
demolition, debris removal, and restoration of the property with debris being disposed of at an
EPA operated repository. Further, the RFP required unit pricing for demolition square footage,
asbestos removal, debris removal, and seeding be included as a basis for the Base Bid.

The Alternate was included as a contingency in the event the EPA operated repository was no
longer available for disposal of debris by the Trust’s contractor. The Alternate was for the
additional cost which would be required to transport and dispose of debris at a licensed
commercial landfill, pre-determined to be B3 CONSTRUCTION, Skammon, KS. No unit
pricing was required to be supplied for the Alternate.

The Option was for the capping of the subsidence area in Hockerville. Cap specifications were
included as part of the Scope of Work; however, the Option specifically excluded filling of the
hole since the local governmental entities had committed to doing so. No unit pricing was
required to be provided for the Option,

During the pre-bid conference, bidders were advised that unit pricing was only to be used as a
basis for the Base Bid and would not be used for performance or payment purposes. Further,
bidders were advised that the Alternate was for additional costs to take debris to a licensed
landfill in the event the EPA repository became unavailable.

Bids were reviewed using a best value determination. This determination includes the process of
reviewing performance requirements in the blind, which means that the bidder was not identified
in any way on this portion of the review and scoring. Subsequently, once best value was
determined, a review of proposed bid amounts was considered. Based upon these criteria, CWF
ENTERPRISES was determined to be the lowest, most responsible, responsive bidder. DCS
provided a recommendation of award of the contract to the Trust who agreed, by letter, with the
recommendation to make the award to CWF at a Base Bid amount of $1,701,752.97, an
Alternate amount of $1,324,032.96 and $25,000 for the Option. However, due to an error by
DCS, the contract awarded to CWF included the Base Bid value excluding the Alternate and the
Option. Subsequently, upon discovery of the error, an amendment was written to include the
omitted amounts.

At the time the DCS RFP was issued and bids were submitted, there was a belief that 248
properties would be available for demolition. Unfortunately, on the day of contract award,
ODEQ and the Trust were notified that approximately 66 of the properties were unavailable due
to restrictions imposed by the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), on behalf of the Quapaw Tribe.
CWF immediately requested an amendment to the contract changing the unit price for
demolition/debris removal and adding a remobilization fee of $3,000 per property. After
negotiation on the issue, it was determined that CWF would experience additional costs not
anticipated at the time of bid because they would not be able to operate efficiently, having to skip
certain properties and then return later to complete them. Accordingly, a no cost amendment
was written to increase the unit price for demolition/debris on a graduating scale based upon the
length of the delay caused by the restrictions. The amendment did not include a remobilization
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fee o1 any other related costs. Although CWF requested a contract modificstion to adjust the
price of asbestos removal, no moedifications to the ongnal wnit price were made.

The contract was awarded a5 a “Lump Sum” contract meanmg that CWT would be paid no more
anxd no less @t contract completion than the tolal amount of award without cost increase/decrease
by official contract modification. At the end. mcluding the amendments, the total contract value
was $3,050,785.93. Although bidders were advised that nmit pricing was only o be used for the
purposes of evalusting the Base Bad, use of umt prices durnng the
talhing process as a means to establish momes earned for progress pavments. The nmt price for
the Base Bid was used exclusively for demolifion/debris removal, excluding asbestos, up uatil
the tme the Trust, ODEQ, and CWF believed the EPA reposttory was no longer available, Ay
that tune, an addional unit cost, from the Alternate bid, was added 10
the unit cost of the Base Bid for demolition/debns removal. No adjustment was made
thronghout contract performance and bilhing for asbestos. Further, for those propesties delaved
by the BIA, the umt price bulled was comprised of the negotiated price included m the
aforementioned amendment plos the Alternate vnt price. Finally, althongh the RFP stated that
no adpustments would be made for square footage bevond that specified in the BFP, CWF was
allowed to bill for actual square footage determined at the time of demohition. Thas deviation
oconrred as the result of Anding numerous ervors early on during the demolibon process m which
the square footage was grossly overstated in the RFP. The square footage mncluded m the RFP
was dertved bry the enfity responsible for the buvout of the property. Thas overstatement was
Likely the result of the removal of cutbmldings by the original property owner between the tune
of buy out and the time of demolition. The change m square footage billed by CWTF resulted
an overall merease of approxunately 9-12 percent above the onginal square footage i the RFP.
A total of approximately 387,000 square feet was disposed of during the hife of the contract
versus the total amount of 369,000 square feet billed, versus approxumately 339,000 square feet
mcluded m the RFP.

During contract perfomiance, — ODEQ, and the Trust became aware that the loesl
compnnmties who had computted to filling the Hockerville subsidence area had faled to do so.
In order for the area to be capped. it would have to be filled first. Accordingly, 1n coordination
with ODEQ, debris from certam properties was deemed fo be disposed of at Hockerville, Durmyp
the early portion of contract performance, only the mnit price for demolition/debris removal
mcluded m the Base Bid was used for debris taken to Hockerville. After the repository was
believed to be mnavailable, the Alternate was added to the Base Bid mut price for billimg/progress
pavment purposes. Only a small number of properties was taken fo Hockerville prior to the
belief that the reposttory was closed. The majority of the disposal at Hockerville occurred
subsequent to the repository closing. The remamder of the debris was taken to Skammon, K§,
for disposal, with one exception.

During the debris removal and disposal at the EPA repository, additional costs were mcurred by
CWF. At the time of the bid conference, brdders were advised that all debris would be accepted
at the EPA Repository, except items such as white goods {refrigerators, washer, drver, freezer,
ete.} and large items soch as automobiles and components. Duning contract performance, CWF
was advised by EPA that addiional stems would not be accepted. This change by EPA resulted
i a new requirement that CWF sort the debris according to EPA specifications. The sorting was
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not a cost factor inchnded m the onginal bid, and therefore, UWF was allowed to wclude a billed
amount for this effort,

In February and March of 2011, EPA and o thewr contractor began to notify the Trust,

and ODEQ that there needed to be more disposal activity at the repository, Asa
result of the vestricted properties, demobition debwis being disposed of at the repository was
slowmg down. EPA was paving for a compactor and for personmed to support the disposal out of
their budeet for cleanup operations at the site related to Operable Untt 4 {OU4). With limuted
disposal activity, EPA felt they were not spending money wisely by contuming to support the
Trust. As such, EPA mformed the Trust that they may need to consider alternatives for disposal.
EPA and their contractor advizsed they would be turmng w the compactor of there was no
resolution on the restricted lands by March 25, 2011, Further, the reposttory was scheduled to be
closed for norelated reasons during a short penied of tume. Since the restricted properties 1ssue
was not resolved prior to the deadhine, the Trust, ODEQ, md— had a reasonable
belief that the repository was no longer avalable for therr use. Ax such, UWF began using the
Alternate whach was a coptingency n the event the repository closed. Thus alfered the progress
pavment billings wherein the Alternate unit price was added to the Base Bad umit price for all
properties processed after March 25, 2011, Further, once the BIA properties became available,
they were billed using the Alternate vt cost plus the higher negotiated rate for the delay. The
exception to this mvolves a handful of properties processed at the end of the project which were
not meluded m the RFP sod were not delaved by the BIA. These properties were billed bazed
upon the Alternate umt price plus the Base Bid wmut price.

The scope of work prolubited the selling of any demolition debsris for serap, The exception to
this mvolved a particularly large and complicated property known as the Landis Building. A
sigmificant quantity of metal which could be sold for scrap was meluded as part of the structure,
Prior to selling the metal for scrap, a dispute ensued where 1n the Quapaw Tribe asserted the
building belonged 1o them and that they should receive any proceeds from the sorsp. Following
negohistion between EPA and BIA on behalf of the Tuibe, an agresiment was reached wherem the
serap was fransported by OWT to 8 location deternuned by the Trbe, and all proceeds from the
sale of the scrap were paid to the Tribe. The remainder of the debris was fo be processed
aceordance with contractual specifications. Unfortunately, prior o fransport of the debris to the
landfill, a tornado touched down 1n the area seattering the debris which had been stockpiled
awaiting disposal. CWF was authonized to nll for 90% of the square footage determined for the
building.

Additionally, the scope of work meloded seeding once all demolition debris was removed.
During the project, s decision was made that funds conld be better used for additions! demoliion
rather than seeding. The seeding was mtended fo prevent soil nugranhon (AKA: erpsion);
however, the chances for such erosion was deemed fo be low because most of the properties
contamed vegetation i the form of native grasses and weeds. Accordingly, after coordination
%}eiw&ez‘x— DCS, the Trust, and ODEQ, a decision was made o discontinue the
seeding effort. Subsequently, CWY to stop seeding.

Without regard to the foregoing wformation, i should be noted that tlus was a lomp sam
contract. Legally, under the terms of a lump sum contract, at the time of contract completion,
CWF would be and was pad a total of $3,050,783.93, which, after all amendments, was the total
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contract value, The amounts billed as progress pavments and the way those amounts were
derived are uvelevant 1o the total contract value. As such, any adjustments m billing of vt costs
and added fees such ss the EPA sorting requirements resulied in no indications of fraud or false
clanms mn any way since the total work to be completed was done so successfully. The only way
any of these changes could have resplted 1n any type of frand would have been m the event of a
default by CWF and a fathure to successfully finish the project.

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

AHegation 1:

{0 act as
began working for
the Trust on approximately 2010, and was being pmcﬁ approxmmately 10% of the
project contract price. Subsequently, the Trost entered into a contract with o1
2010, for one vear with a total payment m the amount of 3303.472.00. Ths
amount far exeeeded 10 percent of the contract price at that time which was §1,701,752.97.

Allegation 1 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed
based upon a stmlar contract The fee was changed m
September 2010 based upon a complamt from State Senator CHARLIE WYRICK that 10
percent was too lugh. Accordingly, the Trust made a decision o pay an howrly
rate plus expenses, excluding fravel. The September 2010 contract was 1ssued for a “maximom”
salue of $305 472 which was denved from an estimiate provided by In the end,
was paid less than the maximm amoud,

was mihially paid a 10 percent fee

Allesation 2:

O March 24, 2010, the Trust executed a contract Wil’h! BACKHOE, DOZER, &
TRUCKING (SBDT) despite the fact they were not the lowest bidder. Complainants alleged
— engaged g conspiracy to award the contract to SBDT by changing the guality
contral requirements making them more subjective. The RFP stated, “If a contractors” quality
control plan, progress schedule, and time control methods are found to be unacceptable by the
Trust, the bid will not be considered to be responsive.”

Allegation 2 Vindings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed that the RFP in question was issped by the Trust
on February 24, 2010, Quality Control criteria were meluded

P based apon historical experience m comstruction/demolition work,
as well as 1ssues expenenced with the TWIN BRIDGES confract. The bids and quality contral
score sheets were reviewed with the assistance of a technical engineer at EPA who has never had
any dealings with the Tar Creek Superfund Site or the parties in question, The review
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determined that the scores given to the bidders were reasonable and that in fact, SBDT was the
only contractor to meet all criteria specified in the RFP and was therefore, the only responsive
bidder despite the cost factor. Since the RFP provided specific criteria to be met, the same
requirements were available to all bidders and as such, SBDT had no advantage over any of the
other bidders. It is the responsibility of the bidder to ensure that all requirements contained
within the RFP are met in their bid proposal.

Allegation 3:

After the contract award to SBDT was vacated, CWF (AKA: VISION CONSTRUCTION AND
PROJECT MANAGEMENT) was instructed by the trust to file a lawsuit to receive payment for
services rendered. Complainants allege that no services were performed by VISION.

Allesation 3 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed that 37 properties were processed during the time
SBDT held the contract, prior to the court vacating the award. Further, when SBDT assigned all
rights and responsibilities to CWF, CWF was entitled to receive payment for the work performed
on those 37 properties. After the contract was vacated, there was no legal mechanism for CWF
to file a claim for that work. The only alternative was to file a lawsuit in order to receive
payment due.

Allegation 4:

conspired to award the DCS contract to CWF by scoring the technical evaluation
highest for CWF thereby skewing the averages.

Allegsation 4 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed the DCS contract award was based upon a “best
value” award process which was identified in the RFP. Documentation submitted by prospective
bidders was reviewed by a committee without knowledge of who the bidder was. This process
resulted in a selection of three “best value” bidders. After the “best value” bidders were selected,
the only consideration was on total price, an element not included in the “best value” analysis.

In this instance, the lowest bidder was CWF. Further, no evidence could be located which would
indicate any of the parties involved in this bid and award process were engaged in a conspiracy
to affect the outcome of the process.

Allegation 3:

— conspired to steer the contract award to CWF by providing them a written
recommendation.
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Allegation 5 Findings:

DCS requures bidders provide Survey Questionnaires to entihies which previously engaged thew
services, In this case CWF provided three completed Questionnaires, cne of which was from

A veview of the questionnaires disclosed that of the three parties cotapleting the
document, CWF Further, although the
Cuestionnames were wadvertently mcluded m the “best value” blind review, which counld
mdicate ti}m which bidder was CWF, a comnutttee of four scored each of the fowr
budders mdependently. The scores were then conschidated and analyzed based vpon weighted
averages. Even with scores included, CWF was not the highest sconng bidder,
Removing seores from the analysis had no uopact on the outeome for the three
of four bidders selected for fimther consaderation. Afier selecting the three bidders, lowest bid
wing the award, which was UWF. Agam, no evidence was found which would indicate a
conspiracy among the review comumttes or between any party and CWF.

Aleoation 6

conspired o pay additional funds to OWF through amendments and changes fo
the contract, specifically the increase 1w unit price of square footage based upon the restrrcted
access fo certain properties.

Allegation ¢ Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed the unit price of square footage was moreased based
npon additional costs monrred by the contractor as a result of not being able fo efficiently
demolish properties m a given area and having fo refwin to that area to demolish a previpusly
restricted property. Despite the morease in unit price, there was np cost increase to the rontract.
Further, thas was a hump st contract and CWF was entitled to the full contract value of
$3,050.785.93 upon successful completion of the project without regard fo the method used to
derive progress pavinents,

SPECIFIC ALLEGATIONS:

Allegation 7

CWF submitted falze clamms for mobihzation and bonds/insurance as part of Apphication and
Certification for Payment No. 1 dated February 11, 2011

Alegation 7 Findings:

Mobilization fees are a standard cost included m all construction type contracts across the
mdustry, Additionally, reimbursement for bond/insurance fees is also standard across mdustry.
Both are considered allowsable costs m accordance with all DCS and federal rules and
regulations. Further, thas was a hump sam contract and CWE was entitled to the full contract
value of $3.030,785.93 upon successiul conmpletion of the project without regard to the method

wsed to dertve progress payments,
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Allegation 8:

CWF submitted false claims for property billings on all Applications and Certifications for
payment because they billed for square footage derived during the creation of the AutoCAD
drawings on a given property versus the square footage included in the RFP as required by the
scope of work. The scope of work specifically stated there would be no adjustment for square
footage per property.

Allegation 8 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed the square footage billed was based upon the
AutoCAD drawings in agreement between CWFH the Trust, ODEQ, and DCS
because the square footage in the RFP was found in many cases to be grossly inaccurate.
Further, this was a lump sum contract and CWF was entitled to the full contract value of
$3,050,785.93 upon successful completion of the project without regard to the method used to
derive progress payments.

Allegation 9:

CWF submitted false claims for asbestos removal on three specific properties included in
Payment Application and Certification No. 3, dated April 14, 2011, even though these properties
had been burned down and no asbestos removal was performed.

Allegation 9 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed that two of the three properties had been hit by a
tornado rendering them unsafe for entry. The third property was burned mid-way through
demolition. Despite these factors, asbestos still remained and had to be removed. Although it
was not removed by an abatement contract, the work was overseen by the asbestos abatement
contractor and the asbestos was removed in accordance with prescribed procedures.
Accordingly, CWF was entitled to payment for services rendered. Further, this was a lump sum
contract and CWF was entitled to the full contract value of $3,050,785.93 upon successful
completion of the project without regard to the method used to derive progress payments.

Allegation 10:

CWF submitted a false statement by certifying on Payment Application and Certification No. 3,
dated April 14, 2011, that all work had been completed on the listed properties when in fact no
seeding was performed on several properties as required by the scope of work.

Allegation 10 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed that a decision was made among_
DCS, the Trust, and CWF to discontinue seeding once the scheduled seeding amount was
exceeded. Therefore, once that decision was made, there would be no false statements with
regard to work completed on the properties. Further, this was a lump sum contract and CWF
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was entitled to the full contract value of $3,050,785.93 upon successful completion of the project
without regard to the method used to derive progress payments.

Allegation 11:
CWF submitted false claims for land fill fees that were not incurred for disposal of debris taken

to the Hockerville subsidence area and for land fill fees charged on demolition debris which was
taken to Skammon, KS, but could have been taken to the Hockerville subsidence area.

Allegation 11 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed that upon reasonable belief that the EPA repository
was no longer available for demolition debris from this project CWF began billing the Alternate
unit price plus the Base Bid unit price or the higher negotiated unit price resulting from the
delayed access to BIA properties for all properties completed after March 25, 2011. Although no
landfill fees were directly incurred for debris placed in the Hockerville subsidence area, CWF
incurred additional costs in transportation along with equipment rental and personnel to operate
said equipment to compact and level the debris deposited. In agreement with the Trust,
ﬁ DCS, and ODEQ, CWF billed the Alternate unit price in addition to the Base
Bid unit price in order to compensate them for the additional costs which were not part of the
original RFP or bid package. Additionally, _ _ with ODEQ for approval
to take certain properties to Hockerville. ODEQ advised that “all” the debris could be taken
there referring to those specifically identified properties. The complainants allege that ODEQ
was authorizing all debris remaining on the site to be taken to Hockerville. Even if this had been
the case, that quantity of debris would not have fit into the subsidence area, therefore requiring
some debris to be taken to Skammon, KS. Further, this was a lump sum contract and CWF was
entitled to the full contract value of $3,050,785.93 upon successful completion of the project
without regard to the method used to derive progress payments.

Allegation 12:
CWF submitted false claims associated with work completed under Option A for capping the
Hockerville subsidence area. Complainants allege that the cap was not completed in accordance

with contract specifications.

Allegation 12 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed CWF’s failure to complete the cap in accordance
with contract specifications is wholly the opinion of the complainants and not based upon
scientifically sound data supporting the assertion. The Trust, _ DCS, and ODEQ
assert the work was performed as required. No evidence was discovered to support the assertion
that defective work was completed and billed for. Further, this was a lump sum contract and
CWF was entitled to the full contract value of $3,050,785.93 upon successful completion of the
project without regard to the method used to derive progress payments, which included the
amount of $25,000 for Option A.
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Allegation 13:

CWF submitted false claims for demolition and debris removal for the property known as the
“Mickey Mantle Marriage House” which was never demolished and still stands today.

Allegation 13 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed that although the Mickey Mantle Marriage House
still stands today, it does not stand in its original location. Once moved from its original
location, items still remained at the original property which needed to be demolished, debris
removed and disposed of. Therefore, CWF was entitled to payment for services rendered.
Further, this was a lump sum contract and CWF was entitled to the full contract value of
$3,050,785.93 upon successful completion of the project without regard to the method used to
derive progress payments.

Allegation 14:

CWF submitted false claims for general debris removal in excess of the quantity of debris
included in the RFP for general debris removal.

Allegation 14 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed the category of General Debris Removal was
included as a catchall for debris not specifically related to a particular property including debris
scattered by the tornado. The amount included in the RFP was strictly an estimate as it was
impossible to accurately determine the quantity of miscellaneous debris throughout the affected
zone including debris scattered by the tornado. Accordingly, CWF was allowed to bill for the
actual amount of debris collected. Further, this was a lump sum contract and CWF was entitled
to the full contract value of $3,050,785.93 upon successful completion of the project without
regard to the method used to derive progress payments.

Allegation 185:

CWF submitted false claims for transportation of salvage which was not an amount allowed in
the RFP.

Allegation 15 Findings:

Interviews and document reviews disclosed that transportation costs for debris taken to salvage
was billed for scrap taken to the BIA specified salvage yard in accordance with the negotiated
agreement between the BIA and EPA. CWF was allowed to bill for the transportation cost
because it was an unforeseen aspect to the job at the time of contract award. Despite being
allowed to bill for this cost, there was no increase to the overall contract value. Further, this was
a lump sum contract and CWF was entitled to the full contract value of $3,050,785.93 upon
successful completion of the project without regard to the method used to derive progress
payments.
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CONCLUSION:

This investigation revealed no evidence to support any allegations by the complainants.
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NATIONAL RELEASES

APRIL- EPA Announces Grants to Reduce Emissions from Diesel Englnes

MAY- Water Infrastructure Investment in Clty of Joshus, T Protects the Environment and Sparks Economic Growth

MAY- EBA Swards Grant to Albemarle - Pamiico Nationa! Estuary Partnership: Protecting Natural Resources and
Strengthening Loca! Economiss

MAY- EPA Awards Multi-Milllon Dollar Grant to North Caroling to Protect Water Qualit

JUNE- SOrganizations Across the Country Seek to Improve Water Infrastructure, Grow Local Economies

JULY- EPA Selects 12 Prolects o Anoly for Water Infrastructure Loans

REGION 1

MARCH- EPA Awards 52,3 Milllon in Wetlands Grants to Help State and Tribal Wetland Programs In New England

APRIL- Mew EPA Funding Opportunity for Coastal Watershed Restoration In Southesst New England

MAY- EFA Provides Brownflelds Grants and Asslstance to Connectiout Communities

MAY- EFA Provides Brownflelds Grant and Assistance to Two NH Communitieg

MAY- EPA Provides Brownfields Grant and Assistance to Three Vermont Communitieg

MAY-EPA Provides Brownfields Grants and Assistanece to Bhode Bland Communities

MAY- EPA Provides Brownfields Grant and Assistance to Mass. Communities

MAY- EPA Takes Steos to Improve Water Quality in Mystic Tributaries Downstream of Belmont, Mass,

MAY- EBA Selects Lawrence, Mass, Sroup for Brownfields lob Training Grant

MAY- EPA Provides Brownfields Grant and Assistance to Maine Communitiss

JUNE- EPA to Help Bangor and Waterville, Maine Improve Health, Environment and Revitalize Local Econom

JUNE- EPA Provides Browntields Grant and Assistance to three Vermont Communities

JUNE- Economically Disadvantaged Communities in Maine Becelive 51,1 Million to Redevelop Lontaminated
Properties

JUNE- ity of Taunton, Mass, Recslves $500.000 1o Bedevelop Contaminated Browndield Sites

JULY- EPA Provides Brownfislds Srants to Western Massachusetts Communities

JULY- EBA Provides Brownfields Grants to Maine Communities

JULY- EPA Selects Blddeford, Maine Proiect to Apply for Low-Cost Water Infrastructure Loan

JULY- Bhode Island Awarded S852 735 EPA Grant for Environmental Programs

JULY- Mew Hampshire Awarded 59386, 208 EPA Grant for Environmental Programs

JULY- EPA Provides Brownfislds Grants 1o Woonsocket and Providence, Rhode island

JULY- EPA Awards $91,000 Environmental Bducation Grant to Woonasauatucket River Watershed Councllin
Providence, RL

AUGUST- EFA Provides Brownflelds Grant to Shelton, Conn,

REGION 2
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MARCH- EPA Provides Environmental Education Grants to Bullfalo Niagars Riverkseper and the Natural Histor
BMuseum of the Adirondacks {The Wild Center

MAY- EPA Selects Sulllvan County, New York to Hecelve 3 5200000 Grant to Investigate Contaminated Properties

MAY- EPA Sslects Camden, New lersey to Recelve Grants Totaling S750.000 1o Assess, Clean Up and Bevitalize
Contaminated Praperties

MAY- EPA Selects Trenton, New lersey to Recelve a S200,000 Grant to Clean Up and Revitalize Contaminated Propert

MAY- EPA Selects Catafo, Puerto Rico to Recelve 2 5200,000 Grant to Investigate Contaminated Properties

MAY- EPA Selects Maurice River Township, New Jersey to Recelve Grants Totaling S400,000 to Assess, Clean U andg
Hevitalize Contaminated Pronerties

MAY- EPA Selects Yalley Falls, New York Recelve p $200.000 Srant to Investizate Contaminated Propert

MAY- EPA Provides 5200000 for Green lob Training in New York £t

JUNE- Camden Redevelomment Avency to Recelve 5450 000 to Continus Work on Contaminated Brownfleld She

JUNE- EPA Provides Environmental Programs in Puerto Rico with More than One Million Dellars to Imorove Water
Ciuality

JUNE- EPA Provides Environmental Programs In MUY, with 55.7 Milllon to Improve Water Qualit

JUNE- EPA Provides Environmental Programs In Puerto Rico with More than One Milllon Dollars to Improve Water
ualit

JUNE- EPA Provides Environmental Programs In Puerto Rico with More than One Milllon Dollars to Imorove Water
Quality

JULY- EBA Grant Funds Teacher Training Through The Collere of New lerse

AUGUST- EPA Provides New lersey 570 Millon for Wastowsater and Drinking Water Improvements

AUGUST- £EA Provides New Jersey with Nearly $ 1.2 Million o fssess Contaminated Sites and Oversee Superfund

AUGUST- EBA Provides New York S186 Million for Wastewsater and Drinking Water Improvements

REGION 3

APRIL- EPA Brownfields Funding to Revitalize

APRIL- EPA Funding to Revitalize Wilmingion Brownfislds

MAY- EPA Brownfields Funding Announced for West Virginia

MAY- EPA Brownfields Funding Announced for Western Pennsvivanis

MAY- EBA Swards Earth Conservancy in Ashley, Pa Environmental Workforce and Development Iob Training Fundin

MAY- ERA Browntields Funding Announced for Baltimore

JUNE- ERA to Help Montzomery and Smithers, West Virginia Imorove Health, Environment and Revitalize Local

JULY- Baltimore Clty One of 12 Selected by EPA To Annly For New Water Infrastructure Fundin

JULY- EPA Awards $91,000 Environmental Bducation Grant to Alvernia Unjversity in Reading, Pennsyivania

AUGUST- Fitishursh gets 5600.000 In EPA Brownfields Grants to assess properties
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AUGUST- EFA Announces Furnding of More Than $3.5 Million for DT Water Projects

REGION 4

FEBRUARY- EFA Awards 51.09 million DERA Grant 1o Gees Bend Ferry In Wilcox County, AL

MAY- EBA Brownfields Funding Announced for Elght Communities in Mississingl

MAY- EPA Brownfields Funding Announced for Flve Communities in North Caroling

MAY- ERA Brownfields Funding Announced for Three Communities in $South Caroling

MAY- EFA Brownflelds Funding Announced for Eau Clalre, Green Bay, Shebovean, Washington County and
Wauwatosa

MAY- EPA Browntields Funding Announced for Four Communities in Kentuck

MAY-ERA Awards 51.15 Million 2o South Corolina to Protest Water Qualit

MAY- EFA Selects Florids State Collere at lacksonville, Fla, for Job Training Grant

JUNE- EPA Provides 51,38 Million to Florida's Environmental Programs

JUNE- EPA o Help Kentuckians Improve Health, Environment and Revitalize Loca! Econom

JUNE- &1 Million Grant will Help Mississinn! Address Leaking Underground Petroleum Storage Tanks

JUNE- EPA 1o Heln Greenshoro, AL Improve Health, Environment and Revitalize Local Econom

JUNE- Bississinni Awarded 52,15 Million EPA Grant for Environmental Programs

JUNE- EBS 1o Hecoenize Flve Communities In Seorgla for Recelving 514 Milllon in Punding for Brownfizld Site and
Community Bevitalization

JUNE- EPA Awards S200 000 o Atlants, GA to Assess and Clean Up Comtaminated Sites and Promote Economic
Redevelopment

JULY- EPA Selects Miami-Diade County, Florida Prolect to Anply for Water Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act

JULY- EBA Selects the City of Oak Ridee, Tennessees Project to Annly for Water Infrastructure Finance and Innovation
Act OWIFIAY Loans

JULY- EPA Partners with North Caroling to Protect Drinking Water

AUGUST- EPA Awards Research Grant 1o Georgls Environmental Protecton Division Tor Water Quality Monitorin
Project

AUGUST- EFA Awards Palm Beach County, Florids 5133,135 to Reduce Alr Pollution

REGION 5

MAY- ERA Browntields Funding Announced for Eau Claire, Green Bay, Shebovean, Washington County and
Wanwatoss

MAY- EBA Brownfields Funding Announced for Roseville, Newark, Norwally, Painesville, Plousa, Port of Greater
Cincinnat Development Authority, Youngstown and Southern Ohio Port Authorit

MAY- EPA Brownfields Funding Announced for Mankato and Minnesota Pollution Control Ageng

MAY- Transforming LUives and Land in Wisconsin through EPA’s Brownflelds Job Training Program

MAY- Transforming Lives and Land In Chicasn throush EPA’s Brownfields lob Training Program
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MAY- EPA Brownfields Funding Announced for Cathoun County, Geneses County, Michizan Devartrent of
Environmental Quality, 31 Clalr County and Tuseols Dount

JUNE- EPA to Help Anderson, Indiang, Improve Health, Environment and Revitelize Local Econom

JUNE- EPA Grant Funds Student Conservation Projects at 15 Wisconsin Schools

JUNE- Roclford, L Wi Recelve S7T00 000 to Redevelon Contaminated Browntield Sites

JUNE- EPA nrovides 52.5 milllon to Hlinols 1o resume Superfung cleanup in Southeast Roclkford

JUNE- Downriver Community Conference Wil Recelve S500,000 to Redevelop Contaminated Brownfisld Site in
Tecumseh, bMich,

JUNE- EPA nrovides 56.8 milllon to Chicaen Park District for DuSable Park cleanu

JULY- EPA Awards S550,000 1o Wisconsin for Coastal Wetland Projects

JULY- EPA Awards S120.000 to llinois for Project In Waukegan Harbor

JULY- EPA selects Indlana Finance Authority to apoly for S4360 water Infrastructure loan

AUGUST- EPA awards 545 000 srant to Sault Ste, Marie Tribe of Chinpews Indians to improve air qualily in Michizgan's
Upper Peninsula

AUGUST- EFA partners with Michigan, Wisconsin and citizen sclentizls on Innovative Great Lakes research orofect

REGION 6

APRIL- EPA Grant of More Than 5123, 000 Wil Help Protect Louisiana’s Brinking Water Sources

MAY- EFA Grant of More Than 5330000 Wi Heln Superfund Cleanups in New Mexico

MAY- EPA Grant of More Than S158,000 Wil Support Public Drinking Water Systems in Loulsiana

MAY- State of Touas Becelves EPA Orant of 5830 for Water Ouality and Envirorumental Programs

MAY- EPA Awards Pueblo de Cochitl $40.000 to Protect the Environment

MAY- EPA Grant of More Than $100,000 Will Help Protect Oklahoma’s Drinking Water Sourees

MAY- EBA Swards Dkiahoma S855,000 to Protect Water Dualit

MAY- EBA and New Mexico Partner to Prevent Water Pollution; EPA Awards 8217 650 to New Mexicn Environment
Deparbment

MAY- EPA partners with Texss to elimingte water oollution: Awards 52 Million Gramt to Texas Commission on
Environmental Guallr

MAY- EPA and New Mexico Work for Clean Alr; Milllon-Dollar Award to New Mexico Environmental Department

MAY- Santa Fe Community Collepe Wins EPA Job Training Grant

MAY- EPA and Texas partner to monitor alr guality; EPA Swards 51,6 Milllon to Texgs Commission on Environmental
ualit

MAY- EPA parmmers with Quansw Tribe of Oldahoma to continue cleanup at Tar Creek Superfund site; EPA awards
over 54 Milllon to tribe

MAY- EPA Ernpowers States to Safelv Manage Hazardous Waste; Sward of 5213000 to New Mexico Environment
Deparbment

MAY- Okiahoma City recelves 5300.000 from FPA to assess environmental hazards
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MAY- Mew Orleans Reglional Planning Commission to Recelve S300,000 from EPA 1o Assess Environments! Hazards

MAY- Lty of Austin Selected to Hecelve S300 000 to Assess Environmental Mazards

JUNE- EBS Swards 5651,709 to Arkansss Department of Environmental Gualit

JUNE- Okizhoma Clity recelves pdditional 5500000 from EPA to clean up snvironmental hazards

JUNE- EPA awards Cherokee Natlon 575,000 to protect the environmaent

JUNE- EPA and Arkansas to Protect Alr Qualit

JUNE- EPA and Texas Partner on Pesticide Safet

JUNE- EPS Awards Nearly 577,000 to the Student Conservation Association for Environmentasl Education Projects in
Houston Areg

JUNE- EPA grant of nearly 5175 000 to state of Olkdshoms will support nesticide safet

JULY- EPA and Texss team ud to sliminate water pollution

JULY- Espafiolz, NM, to inprove water infrastructure with EPA srant

AUGUST- EFA Grant of S1.50 Wi Help Loulsiana Fleht Pollution

REGION 7

MAY- EPA Awards S200.000 to St Louls Community College to Recoruit, Traln and Place Workers In Sreen
Environmental Jobs

MAY- Mardesty Benaissance Economic Development Corporation Selected for S200,000 EPA Browntields Grant to
Continue Cleanup of Abandoned Former Pederal Complex in Kansas City, Mo,

MAY- Tooeks, Kan,, Selected for S300,000 FPA Brownfields Gran? to Revitalize Riverfront Area, Loverase lobs
Promote Economic Redevelopment

MAY- Topeks, Kan., Selected for $300,000 EFA Brownfields Grant to Revitalize Riverfront Ares, Leverage Jobs
Promote Economic Redevelopment

MAY- Lity of Dubugue, lows, Selected for S200,000 EPA Browndields Grant to Llean Un, Revitalize Former Junkvard in
Washington Neighborhood

MAY- Panhandle Ares Development District Selected for 5445 400 EPA Brownfislds Grant to Revitalize Industrial Sites
Leverage lobs, Promole Economic Redevelopment in Northwest Nebraska

JULY- 5%, Louls Metropoliten Sewer District Invited by EPA to Soply for 543-Milllon Water Infrastructure Finance and
innovation Act Logn

JULY- City of Drmaha nvited by ERPA to Apply for $55-Milllon Water Infrastructure Finance and Innovation At Lean

AUGUST- EBA Awards lowsa S327.000 for Superfund Combined Coonerative Agreement

AUGUST- EEA Swards lowa 52 Milllon Grant for Environmental Programs

AUGUST- EFA Awards Kansas 52.9 Milllon for Nonpoint Source Pollution Prevention Program

AUGUST- EFA Awards Kansas 5499000 Srant for Alr Quality Programs

AUGUST- EPA Awards an Additional $788.614 to lowa o Combat Adverse Pesticide Exnosure

REGION 8

MAY- Salish Eootenal Collese recelyes S198K for envirorunenta!l lob tralning program In Bable, Montana
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MAY- Bent County, Colorado cleanun prolect recelves 5132K to revitalize Fort Lvon campus

MAY- Laramie, Wyoming recelves S300K for environmental assessment and property redevelonment

JUNE- Great Falls and north-central Montans communities recelve S1M for revitalization projects

JUNE- EPA pwards Wyoming Department of Environmental Guality 5850k grant to protect water gualll

JULY- EPA gweards North Dakota Deoartment of Health nearly $3.9M to protect water gualit

JULY- EBA swards South Dalkota Denartment of the Environment and Natural Hesources over 52.5M grant 1o protect
waler guality

JULY- EPA swards Montana Department of Environmental Quality over S20 grant to srotect water qualit

AUGUST- 51.8M grant to help Wyoming sddress Leaking Underground Petroleum Storage Tanks

AUGUST- Logan Biver watershed recelves portion of 51m srant for water guality Improvement prolects

REGION 9

FEBRUARY- EPA awards S3R0.000 oo Ding College for abandoned uranium mine stud

MARCH- EPA awards nearly 51 million to Commonweaith of Northern Marians slands

APRIL- 11,5, EPA awards 5300.000 to East Bay small business that harnesses microbes for green chemisty

APRIL- EPA awards nearly 51,3 milllon to Suam for environmenis! protection

MAY- LL5, EPA Selects East Bay Groun for Environmental Job Training Grant

MAY- L5, EPA Announces 5300.000 In Brownfislds Grants to Promote Economic Redevelonment in Bakersfield

MAY- 115, EPA Announces S300.000 In Brownfields Grants to the City of Plttshure to Revitalize s Morthern Industrial
Waterfront

MAY- LLE, EPA Announces 900,000 1o the Honolulu Authorily for Rapid Transportation to Assess and Clean U
Contaminated Sites In Oahu

MAY- 115, EPA Announces 51.9 Million in Brownfields Grants to Promote Foonomic Redevelopment Across Northern
fall ia

MAY- 1.5, EPA Anncunces 51.4 Milllon in Brownflelds Grants to Promate Feonomic Redevelopment In Southern
Callfornis Communities

MAY- 1.5, ERPA Announces S300.000 In BrownBelds Grants to Promote Economic Redevelopment inthe Citv of
Sacramento

MAY- 115, EPA Announces 51.2 million in Brownfislds Grants to Promote Economic Redevelopment in Carson O
Diougias and Nye Countles

MAY- LLE, EPA Announces S%00,000 in Brownfields Grants to Promote Eoonomic Redevelopment In Arizona

MAY- LLS. EPA Announces §7.2 Million In Brownfields Grants to Promote Economic RBedevelopment Across the Pacific
Southwest

JUNE- EPA awards over 866,000 to Amerloan Samos Tor envirenmental protection

JUNE- LLE, EPA awards 5300 000 1o clean up lead in Humboldt Count

JUNE- LLS. EPA Awards More than 320,000 to California, Arizons Tribes to Reduce Diesel Emissions

JUNE- 1.5, FRA Awards 591,000 1o Groundwork San Diego to Fducate Students and Community on Water Conservation
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JULY- EFA Selects Orange County Prolect to Anoly for Water Infrastructure Loan

JULY- EPA Selects San Dieso Prolect to Apply for Water Infrastructure Loan

JULY- EPA Selects San Francisco Prolect to Anoly for Water Infrastructure Loan

JULY- EPA Selects Morro Bay Prolect to Aooly for Water Infrastructure Loan

AUGUST- LLS. EPA awards 5200 000 1o Improve Lake Tahoo's clarit

AUGUST- EPA Awards Arrow Ingdian Contractors 53,85 Milllon for Abandoned Uranium Mine Cleanuy

AUGUST- £EEA Announces S2.88 Milllon to Imorove Tribal Lands in Arizong

REGION 10

MARCH- Alaska Selected to Heoslve $2.5 Milllon EPA Grant to Improve Alr Quality in Falrbanks

MARCH- idaho Selected to Boceive 525 Milllon EPA Grant to Improve Alr Quality in Cache YValle

MAY- EPA Selects Zender Environmental Health and Research Sroup for 5200000 Environmenta! Workforee
Development and Iob Training Grant

MAY- Skamaniz County Selected for S300,000 In Browndislds Assessment Srants

MAY- {ity of 8t Helens Selected for 300,000 in Brownfields Assessment Grants

MAY- Lity of Bremerton Selected for 5300.000 In Brownlelds Assessment Grants

MAY- City of Fugene and Partners Selected for $500,000 In Brownfields Assessment Grants

MAY- Grayvs Harbor Councll of Governments Selected for $800.000 In Brownfields Assessment Grants

MAY- EPA Selects Communities in Alaska, Oreron and Washingion for Brownfields Assessment and Cleanup Grants

JUNE- EPA pwards 5513K to Alaska & Washington tribes to protect communities from diese] emissions

JULY- Eing County gualifies for 8129 million from innovative EPA infrastruciure ioan for Georgelown wet weather
treatment station

AUGUST- EPA awards 511 million to daho to protect drinkine water sources
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NATIONAL RELEASES

EPA Announces Grants o Reduce Emissions from Diesel Engines

Water infrastructure Investment in Oty of Joshua, T Protects the Environment and Sparks Economic Growth

ERa fwards Grant o Albemarie - Pamdico National Estuary Partnershin: Protecting Natura! Resources and
Strengthening Local Economies

EPA Awards Multi-Milllon Dollar Grant to North Caroling to Protect Water Qunlit

Organizations Across the Country Sesl o Improve Water Infrastructure, Grow Loca! Economiss

EPA Selects 12 Projects to Aoply for Water Infrastructure Loans

REGION 1

MARCH- EPA Awards $2.3 Millon In Wetlands Grants to Help State and Tribal Wetland Programs In New England

APRIL- New EPA Funding Opportunity for Coastal Watershed Restoration In Southesst Mew England

REGION 2

MARCH- EPA Provides Environmenta! Bducation Grants 1o Buffale Nissars Riverkeeper and the MNatural Histor
BMuseum of the Adirondacks {The Wild Center

MAY- EFA Provides S200,000 for Green Job Training In New York Clt

REGION 3

APRIL- EPA Browntields Funding 1o Revitalize

APRIL- EPA Funding to Revitalize Wilmingion Brownfields

MAY- EPA Awards Exrth Conservancy In Ashiey, Pz Environmenta! Workforce and Development Job Training Fundin

REGION 4

FEBRUARY- EPA Awards 51.0% milllon DERA Grant to Gees Bend Ferry In Wilcox County, &L

MAY- EBA Selects Florida State Dollege at lacksonviile, Fla, for lob Tralning Srant

REGION 5

MAY- Transforming LUives and Land in Wisconsin through EPA’s Brownfields Job Tralning Program

MAY- Transforming Lives and Land In Chicago throush EPA’s Brownfislds Job Training Program

REGION 6

APRIL- EPA Grant of BMore Than 5123000 Wil Hels Protect Louisiang’s Brinking Water Sources

MAY- EFA Grant of More Than 5330000 Wil Help Superfund Cleanups in New Mexico

MAY- EPA Grant of More Than S158,000 Will Support Public Drinking Water Systemns In Louisiang

MAY- State of Texas Recelves EPA Grant of S8.30 for Water Quallly and Environmental Programs

MAY- EPA Awards Puebio de Cochitl 540,000 10 Protect the Environment

MAY- EPA Grant of More Than $100,000 Will Help Protect Oklahoma’s Drinking Water Sourees

MAY- EPA Swards Okishoma S855,000 to Protect Water Quslilt
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MAY- EPA and New BMexico Partner to Prevent Water Pollution:; EPA Awards $217,.8560 to New Mexico Environment
Benartment

MAY- EPA partners with Texss to eliminate water pollution: Awards 52 Million Grant to Texas Commission on
Environmental Qualit

MAY- EPA and New Mexico Work for Clean Alr; Milllon-Dollar Sward to New Mexico Environmental Department

MAY- Santa Fe Community Collepe Wins EPA Job Training Grant

MAY- EFA and Texss partner to monitor alr guslity; EPA Awands 51,6 Milllon to Texas Commission on Environmental
ualit

MAY- EPA parmners with Quansw Tribe of Oldahoma to continue cleanup at Tar Creek Superfund site; EPA awards
over 54 Million to tribe

MAY- EPA Empowers States to Safely Manage Hazardous Waste: Awarnd of 5213.000 to New Mexico Environment

MAY- Okinhoma Clity recelves S300.000 from EPA 1o assess environmental hazards

MAY- Mew Orleans Reglonal Planning Commission to Recelve S300,000 from EPS to Assess Envirpnmental Hazards

MAY- Lty of Austin Selected to Hecelve S300.000 to Assess Environmental Hazards

JUNE- EPA Awards 5651709 to Arkansas Department of Environmental Oualit

JUNE- Skishoms Clty recelves pdditions! $500,000 from EPA to clean up environmental hazards

JUNE- EPA pwards Cheroles Nation 575,000 to protect the shvironment

JUNE- ERA and Arkansas to Protect Alr Ounlit

JUNE- EPA and Texas Partner on Pesticlde Safet

JUNE- EPA Awards Nearly 577,000 to the Student Conservation Association for Environmental Education Prolects In
Houston Area

JUNE- EFA zrant of nearly 5175000 to state of Oklshoms will support pesticide safet

JULY- EPA arvd Teyas team upn to eliminate water nollution

JULY- Espafiols, MM, to improve water Infrastructure with EPA prant

AUGUST- £EEA Grant of S1.50M Wil Help Louisiana Fight Pollution

REGION 7

MAY- EPA Awards 5200000 1o St Louls Community Oollese 1o Becrult, Train and Place Workers In Green
Environmental Jobs

MAY- Hardesty Renaissance Foonomic Develonment Comaration Selected for $200.000 FPA Brownficlds Grant to
Continue Cleanup of Abandoned Former Federal Complex in Kansas Clity, Mo.

MAY- Topeka, Kan., Selected for S300,000 EPA Brownfields Grant to Revitalize Riverfront Aren, Leverape lobs
Promote Economic Redevelopment

MAY- Tooeks, Kan,, Selected for S300,000 FPA Brownfields Grant to Revitalize Riverfront Ares, Leverase lobs
PFromote Economic Redevelopment
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MAY- Lty of Dubugue, lows, Selected for S200 000 EPA Brownfields Grant to Clean Un, RBevitalize Former Junkvard In
Washington Nelghborhood

MAY- Panhandle Area Development Districs Selected for 5445 400 EPA Brownfields Grant to Revitalize Industrial Shtes
Leverage lobs, Promote Economic Redevelopment In Northwest Nebrazsks

JULY- 5%, Louis Metropolilan Sewer District Invited by EPA ¢ Suply Tor S43-Milllon Water Infrastructure Finance and
Innovation A Loan

JULY- City of Omahs nvited by EPA to Annly for $55-Milllon Water Infrastructurs Finance and Innovation Act Loan

AUGUST- EFA Awards lowa 5327000 for Superfund Combined Cooperative Agrsement

AUGUST- £ERA Awards lowa 52 Milllon Grant for Envirpnmenta! Programs

AUGUST- EPS Awards Kansas 52.9 Million for Nonpoint Source Pollution Prevention Program

AUGUST- EPA Awards Kanses 548%,000 Grant Tor Alr Duality Programs

AUGUST- £EFA Swards an Additional $768.614 to lowa to Combat Adverse Pesticlde Exposure

REGION 8

MAY- Salish Kootenal College recelves S108K for environmental iob tralning program in Pablo, Montana

MAY- Bent County, Colorado cleanun prolect recelves 5132K to revitalize Fort Lvon campus

MAY- Laramis, Wyoming recelves S300K for environmental assessment and property redevelonment

JUNE- Great Falls and north-central Montana communities recelve S10 for revitalization projects

JUNE- EPA swards Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality 5850k prant to protect water gqualit

JULY- EPA gweards North Dakota Department of Health nearly $3.9M to protect water guallt

JULY- EFA awards South Dakots Depariment of the Environment and Naturs] Besources over 52,50 grant to protect
water guality

JULY- EPA awards Montana Department of Environmental Guality over 520 grant to grotect water gualit

AUGUST- 51.60M grant to help Wyoming address Leaking Underground Petroleum Storare Tanks

AUGUST- Lazan RBiver watershed recelves portion of S1m grant for water guslity inprovement proiects

REGION 9

FEBRUARY- EPA gwards 5380000 to Ding College for abandoned uranium mine stud

MARCH- EPA awards nearly 51 million to Commonweaith of Northern Mariana Islands

APRIL- L1.5. EPA swards $300 000 to East Bay small business that harnesses microbes for green chemisty

APRIL- EPA swards nearly 51.3 million to Suam for emvironmental protection

MAY- 1.5, EPA Selects £33t Bav Groun for Environmental Job Training Srant

MAY-LL5. EPA Announces S300.000 in Brownfields Grants 1o Promote Economie Redevelopment in Bakersfield

MAY- LLE, EPA Announces 5300,000 in Brownfields Grants to the City of Pittshure o Bevitallze is Northern Industrial
Waterfront
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MAY- LLS. EPA Announces S300.000 to the Honolulu Authority for Raoid Transportation to Azsess and Clean U
Contamingted Sites in Dahu

MAY- L5, EPA Announces 519 Milllon in Brownfields Grants to Fromots Economic Redevelopment Across Morthern
California

MAY-LLS, EPA Announces 51.4 Million in Brownfields Srants to Promote Economic Redevelopment in Southern

Callfornia Communities

MAY- 115, EPA Announces 5300000 in Brownfislds Grants to Promote Foonomic Redevelopment in the City of
Sacramento

MAY- 115, EPA Announces 51.2 million in Brownfislds Grants to Promote Economic Redevelppment In Carson O
Diourlas and Nye Countles

MAY- 115, EPA Amnounces S900,000 in Brownfields Grants 1o Promote Feonomis Redevelopment in Arizona

MAY- LL5. EPA Announces 57.2 Milllon in Brownfields Srants to Promote Economic Redevelopment Across the Pacific
Southwest

JUNE- EPA pwards over S866,000 to American Sames for environmental protection

JUNE- 115, EPA pwards S300.000 to clean up lead In Mumbeldt Count

JUNE- LLE, EPA Awards More than 5320000 o California, Arizona Tribes 1o Reduce Diese] Emdsslons

JUNE- 1.5, FPA Awards 591,900 1o Groundwork San Diego to Fducate Students and Community on Water Conservation

JULY- EPA Selects Orange County Proiect to Apoly Tor Water Infrastructurs Loan

JULY- EPA Selects San Dicso Prolect to Apply for Water Infrastructure Loan

JULY- EBA Selects San Francisco Prolect to Annly for Water Infrastructure Loan

JULY- EFA Selects Morre Bay Project to Apoly for Water Infrastructure Loan

AUGUST- LL5. EPA awards 5200000 to Improve Lake Tahoe's clarit

AUGUST- EPA Awards Arrow Indian Contractors 53,85 Milllon for Abandoned Uranjum Mine Cleany

AUGUST- EPA Announces 52,85 Million 1o Imarove Tribal Lands in Arizona

REGION 10

MARCH- Alpska Selected to Hecslve $2.5 Milllon EPA Grant to Improve Alr Quality in Falrbanks

MARCH- idaho Selected to Heoplve $2.5 Milllon EPA Grant to Improve Alr Quality in Cache Valle

MAY- EPA Selects Zender Envivonmental Health and Research Sroup for 5200.000 Environmental Workforee
Development and lob Training Grant

MAY- Skamania County Selected for $300.000 in Browndields Assessment Srants

MAY- Lity of 8¢, Helens Selected for S300,000 in Brownfields Assessment Srants

MAY- {ity of Bremerton Selected for 300,000 in Brownfislds Assessment Grants

MAY- City of Fugene and Partners Selected for $500,000 In Brownfields Assessment Grants

MAY- Gravs Harbor Councll of Governments Selected for SBO0.00C In Brownfields Assessment Grants
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MAY- EPA Selects Communities In Alasks, Oregon and Washington for Brownfields Assessment and Cleanup Grants

JUNE- ERA pwards S513K to Alasks & Washington tribes to protect communities from diese] smissions

JULY- King County guplifies for $129 million from Innovative EPA infrastructure loan for Seorgetown wet weather
reatment station

AUGUST- EPA swards 511 million to ldaho to orotect drinking water sources

Regions 1-5

August:

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grant-shelton-conn

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-awards-45000-grant-sault-ste-marie-tribe-chippewa-indians-improve-air-
quality

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-partners-michigan-wisconsin-and-citizen-scientists-innovative-great-lakes-
research

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-announces-collaborative-innovative-research-mass-and-new-york-address-
state-0

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-announces-innovative-mussel-research-address-water-quality-issues

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-awards-research-grant-georgia-environmental-protection-division-water-
quality

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-new-jersey-70-million-wastewater-and-drinking-water-
improvements

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-new-york-186-million-wastewater-and-drinking-water-
improvements

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-new-jersey-nearly-12-million-assess-contaminated-sites-and-
oversee

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/pittsburgh-gets-600000-epa-brownfields-grants-assess-properties
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-announces-funding-more-35-million-dc-water-projects

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-awards-palm-beach-county-florida-133135-reduce-air-pollution

July:

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-awards-550000-wisconsin-coastal-wetland-projects

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grants-western-massachusetts-communities

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-awards-120000-illinois-project-waukegan-harbor
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https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grants-maine-communities
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-biddeford-maine-project-apply-low-cost-water-infrastructure-loan
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/baltimore-city-one-12-selected-epa-apply-new-water-infrastructure-funding

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-miami-dade-county-fiorida-project-apply-water-infrastructure-
finance-and

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-city-cak-ridge-tennessee-project-apply-water-infrastructure-finance-
and

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-indiana-finance-authority-apply-436m-water-infrastructure-loan
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-partners-north-carolina-protect-drinking-water-0
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/rhode-island-awarded-852735-epa-grant-environmental-programs
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/new-hampshire-awarded-936308-epa-grant-environmental-programs
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-grant-funds-teacher-training-through-college-new-jersey
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grants-woonsocket-and-providence-rhode-island

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-awards-91000-environmental-education-grant-woonasquatucket-river-
watershed-council

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-awards-91000-environmental-education-grant-alvernia-university-reading-
pennsylvania

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-138-million-floridas-environmental-programs

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/1-million-grant-will-help-mississippi-address-leaking-underground-petroleum-
storage

June:

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-help-greensboro-al-improve-health-environment-and-revitalize-
local-economy

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-help-bangor-and-waterville-maine-improve-health-environment-
and-revitalize-local

Region 2: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-environmental-programs-puerto-rico-more-one-million-
dollars-improve-water

Region 3: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-help-montgomery-and-smithers-west-virginia-improve-health-
environment-and

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-help-kentuckians-improve-health-environment-and-revitalize-
local-economy

Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-help-anderson-indiana-improve-health-environment-and-
revitalize-local-economy

Region 2: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-environmental-programs-ny-57-million-improve-water-
quality
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Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-grant-funds-student-conservation-projects-15-wisconsin-schools

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grant-and-assistance-three-vermont-
communities-0

Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-68-million-chicago-park-district-dusable-park-cleanup

Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-25-million-illinois-resume-superfund-cleanup-southeast-
rockford

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/mississippi-awarded-215-million-epa-grant-environmental-programs

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grant-and-assistance-three-vermont-
communities-0

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/economically-disadvantaged-communities-maine-receive-11-million-
redevelop-contaminated

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/city-taunton-mass-receives-500000-redevelop-contaminated-
brownfield-sites

Region 2: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/camden-redevelopment-agency-receive-450000-continue-work-
contaminated-brownfield-site

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-awards-300000-atlanta-ga-assess-and-clean-contaminated-sites-
and-promote-economic

Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/rockford-ill-will-receive-700000-redevelop-contaminated-brownfield-
sites

Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/downriver-community-conference-will-receive-500000-redevelop-
contaminated-brownfield

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-recognize-five-communities-georgia-receiving-14-million-funding-
brownfield-site-and

May:

Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-calhoun-county-genesee-county-
michigan-department

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grant-and-assistance-maine-communities
Region 3: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-baltimore

Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-mankato-and-minnesota-
pollution-control-agency

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grant-and-assistance-mass-communities

Region 2: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-sullivan-county-new-york-receive-200000-grant-
investigate-contaminated

Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-roseville-newark-norwalk-
painesville-piqua-port

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-eight-communities-mississippi

ED_001863D_00002150-00007



Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grants-and-assistance-rhode-island-
communities

Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-eau-claire-green-bay-sheboygan-
washington-county-and

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-five-communities-north-carolina

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grant-and-assistance-three-vermont-
communities

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-four-communities-kentucky
Region 3: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-western-pennsylvania

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-three-communities-south-
carolina

Region 2: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-camden-new-jersey-receive-grants-totaling-750000-assess-
clean-and

Region 2: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-maurice-river-township-new-jersey-receive-grants-
totaling-400000-assess

Region 5: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-eau-claire-green-bay-sheboygan-
washington-county-and

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-five-communities-north-carolina
Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-four-communities-kentucky
Region 3: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-western-pennsylvania

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grants-and-assistance-connecticut-
communities

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-provides-brownfields-grant-and-assistance-two-nh-communities

Region 2: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-catano-puerto-rico-receive-200000-grant-investigate-
contaminated-properties

Region 2: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-valley-falls-new-york-receive-200000-grant-investigate-
contaminated

Region 3: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-brownfields-funding-announced-west-virginia

Region 2: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-trenton-new-jersey-receive-200000-grant-clean-and-
revitalize-contaminated

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-takes-steps-improve-water-quality-mystic-tributaries-
downstream-belmont-mass

Region 4: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-awards-115-million-south-carolina-protect-water-quality

Region 1: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-selects-lawrence-mass-group-brownfields-job-training-grant

ED_001863D_00002150-00008



Message

From: Jones, Enesta [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=65B8E6C6ESCA4A7ASAERSDISA4CSEEDB-EJONESO2]

Sent: 3/28/2018 11:21:12 AM

To: Press [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF235PDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b293283291dc44e0b5d1c36be9281d8a-Press]; Regional Public Affairs
Directors [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=df2f9cc7475345¢c9897ecec6e434647d-PADs]; AO-OCIR Everyone
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=500c49cd19484dcfalOecbd43df8b57f-A0-OCIR Everyone]; AO OPA Internal
Communications [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8a16bad164c94c5db79c284e59ae421f-A0 OPA Inte]; Owens, Denise
[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=cb0fe2d4fa6e4a98884de40922a3aa92-Dowens03]; Comm Directors and
Alternates [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=94c¢7f0d65c1746f48b2d313ef19514ab-Comm Directors and Alternates]

Subject: Fwd: Pruitt Says New Push On Superfund Sites Can Bring Accountability To Tar Creek Cleanup

And in the newsroom.

<!--lif IsupportlLineBreakNewLline]-->
<l--[endif}-->

From: "EPA Press Office" <press@epa.gov>

Date: March 20, 2018 at 4:05:00 PM EDT

To: "Jones Enesta@epa.gov" <Jones Enestaf@epa.gov>

Subject: Pruitt Says New Push On Superfund Sites Can Bring Accountability To Tar Creek Cleanup
Reply-To: press@epa.gov

Tulsa World

Pruitt Says New Push On Superfund Sites Can Bring
Accountability To Tar Creek Cleanup

Jim Meyers
March 20, 2018

Administrator Scott Pruitt of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency said his new
push on the nation’s Superfund program finally can provide clarity and accountability to
Tar Creek, for decades one of the oldest, largest and most complex toxic sites in the
nation.
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“It is really unacceptable,” Pruitt said as he recalled the history of the Tar Creek,
whose Superfund legacy dates back to 1983, as well as the amount of money and time
deployed there.

“You don’t list a site in the mid-1980s and you don’t take the kind of steps we have
taken historically and still have issues today in 2018.”

He blamed inconsistency, even within EPA’s 10 regions, as well as a lack of attention
and focus for slowing outcomes.

“It is one of the things that seemed to be languishing as we arrived,” Pruitt said, making
it clear the lack of urgency was something he found “palpable” at Superfund sites across
the country.

“When it takes you 27, 28 years to make a decision — make a decision, not clean it up,
not remediate, but make a decision on how you are going to remediate — that is
unacceptable.”

Pruitt’s emphasis on Tar Creek and the other Superfund sites across the country grew
out of a task force he created in 2017, just months after being sworn in as
administrator.

Members of the Superfund Task Force came back with a list of specific
recommendations under major goals ranging from expediting cleanup and remediation
to promoting redevelopment and community revitalization.

As part of that process, Tar Creek landed on a list Pruitt says he will use going forward
to keep the emphasis on the program.

“To me there are some very fundamental, significant things we can do to provide clarity
to citizens there. | think it has started to take root over the last several months,” he
said, adding that some of those steps could come “in the near term.”

To Read The Full Article
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Message

From: Rebecca Nagle [rebecca.nagle@gmail.com]

Sent: 1/19/2018 6:48:30 PM

To: Press [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b293283291dc44e0b5d1c36be9281d8a-Press]

Subject: Comments on Tar Creak

My name is Rebecca Nagle and I am a writer with ThinkProgress. I am writing to ask for comment on the Tar
Creek superfund site and wanting to speak with some one in Albert Kelly’ s office.

Thank you
Rebecca
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Message

From: Bowman, Liz [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=C3D4D94D3E4B4B1F80904056703EBC80-BOWMAN, ELI]

Sent: 7/18/2017 10:39:42 PM

To: Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO [Kelly.A.Love@who.eop.gov]

CC: Dorr, Kaelan K. EOP/WHO [Kaelan.K.Dorr@who.eop.gov]; Rateike, Bradley A. EOP/WHO
[Bradley.A.Rateike@who.eop.gov]

Subject: RE: HuffPost: Senator Joins Ethics Probe That Could Get EPA Chief Scott Pruitt Disbarred

Just sent, following Kaelan’s call (he just keeps calling me today!).

From: Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO [mailto:Kelly.A.Love@who.eop.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2017 6:31 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Cc: Dorr, Kaelan K. EOP/WHGO <Kaelan.K.Dorr@who.eop.gov>; Rateike, Bradley A. EOP/WHO
<Bradley.A.Rateike@who.eop.gov>

Subject: FW: HuffPost: Senator Joins Ethics Probe That Could Get EPA Chief Scott Pruitt Disbarred

Hi Al ~ Do we have talkers on this below?

Senator Joins Ethics Probe That Could Get EPA Chief Scott Pruitt Disbarred
HuffPost
Alexander C. Kaufman
July 18, 2017 - 10:56 AM
>hitn e hulffinglonpostoomveniny/scollbpruith-athics
rohe us BBEeH 2eedb0elf3c08800ad Incid=anamodushomaf0000004<

The former Oklahoma attorney general is under investigation for misleading Congress about his emails.

Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt has been caught repeatedly misleading Congress about his use
of different email accounts during his six years as Oklahoma'’s attorney general.

He said he used just one email, when he actually had two. He sent official correspondence from a personal address, and
appeared to deliberately delay public-records requests to cover his tracks before facing a Senate confirmation hearing.

Now, a senator involved in that confirmation process is backing an effort that could get Pruitt disbarred in his home state,
Oklahoma, for violating ethics rules.

Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D-R.1.) plans to submit a lengthy statement and 60 pages of evidence to the Oklahoma Bar
Association on Tuesday for its investigation into Pruitt, whom he accuses of lying to him during and after the hearing before
the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee. The bar association began probing Pruitt in March in response to an
ethics complaint filed by an environmental group and a University of Oklahoma law professor.

Whitehouse, in a letter provided to HuffPost before he submitted it to the bar association, says Pruitt’s “misleading answers,
evasiveness, and stonewalling” prevented lawmakers from fully vetting the candidate before advancing his nomination for a
Senate confirmation vote.

‘I have had a front-row seat for Mr. Pruitt's misleading testimony and his ongoing failure to respond completely and truthfully
to Committee requests for him to set the record straight,” Whitehouse wrote in the letter, addressed to bar association
general counsel Gina Hendryx. “This conduct is unbecoming of an attorney who is also a public official and who, under law,
is required to testify truthfully to Congress.”

ED_001863D_00002372-00001



Pruitt's deep ties to fossil fuel industries whose pollution he’s now charged with policing became a lightning rod during his
confirmation process. Correspondence published by The New York Times in 2014 as part of a Pulitzer Prize-winning series
showed Pruitt allowing lawyers from Devon Energy, an oil and gas company, to write a complaint to the EPA under his
official letterhead. Since taking office, Pruitt has spent an unusual amount of time courting fossil fuel executives amid
aggressive rollbacks of regulations and programs to address climate change.

His failure provide accurate testimony on his email use fuels concerns that he misled lawmakers to obscure his push to
boost oil and gas profits ahead of public health. If he is found guilty of violating rules, the bar association could choose to
sanction Pruitt, suspend his license or, in the most severe scenario, disbar him for at least five years.

It's unclear how disbarment would affect his job as EPA administrator.

‘He misstated the facts over and over again,” Whitehouse told HuffPost in a phone interview on Monday. “This was a case
of repeat prevarications, not just an inadvertent slip.”

During his first appearance before Congress in January, Pruitt claimed he never used his personal email address for official
business. He told Whitehouse that there were “no other email addresses.” After the hearing, he confirmed the statement,
telling Whitehouse: “l have used two email addresses since becoming attorney general of Oklahoma. | use a personal email
address for personal email, and an official email address for official business. The domain of my personal email address is
me.com and the domain for my official email address is gag ok gov.”

On Feb. 21, four days after he the Senate narrowly confirmed his nomination, the Oklahoma attorney general’s office
released 7,564 pages of Pruitt's emails under court order following a lawsuit from the nonprofit Center for Media and
Democracy. The correspondence showed Pruitt using his personal email for official purposes, contradicting his testimony.

In June, the second cache of emails handed over to the Wisconsin-based watchdog group revealed that Pruitt used two
addresses for the Oklahoma attorney general’s office: scott.pruitti@oag.ok.gov, and espfdoag.okgoy. The latter, as The
Washington Post noted, used the initials for Pruitt's full name, Edward Scott Pruitt.

Whitehouse said Pruitt stonewalled efforts to make the emails public under Oklahoma’s Open Records Act. In the five
months after Mike Hunter, Pruitt’s successor, took over, his office cleared a backlog of open-records requests that dated
back to 2014.

The EPA did not respond to a request for comment on Monday.

‘Somebody needs to hold Scott Pruitt to account or at least investigate some of the questions that remain on his record
during his time as Oklahoma attorney general,” Nick Surgey, research director at the Center for Media and Democracy, told
HuffPost by phone. “There were many questions that were asked during his confirmation hearing that should have been
answered but they weren’t”

John Williams, executive director of the Oklahoma Bar Association, declined to comment on the status of the investigation,
but said it could be many months before it concludes.

‘It can be a fairly elaborate and lengthy process,” Williams told HuffPost. In anticipation of Whitehouse’s submission, he
said: “l assume that would cause the investigation to go on longer.”

If the bar association concludes that Pruitt violated ethics rules, the case is turned over to a committee that determines
whether charges should be filed, and a special tribunal responsible for holding hearings. Ultimately, the state Supreme
Court reviews the investigation.

The ethics complaint could provide legal ammunition for other challenges to Pruitt's regulatory agenda. Whitehouse said
lawsuits opposing EPA rollbacks of rules on oil and gas companies could go after Pruitt for alleged conflicts of interest.
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‘It's regrettable that these steps have to be taken about somebody who has been shoved into a Cabinet-level position in the
government of the United States of America,” Whitehouse said. “But that’s the world under Trump.”
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Message

From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Attachments:

Greaves, Holly [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=ABCB6428B3DF40A9A78B059A8BA59707-GREAVES, HO]

7/17/2017 9:48:01 PM
Bowman, Liz [fo=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c3d4d94d3e4b4b1f80904056703ebc80-Bowman, Eli]

FTE 1970 - now
image2017-07-17-175715.pdf
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State of Louisiana
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
QFFICE OF THE ATTORKEY GENERAL
PO, BOX 54005
RATON ROLGE
70804-0005

Jeff Landry
Atomey General

March 14, 2017

VIA FACSIMILE-CERTIFIED MAIL-EMALL

The Honorable Scott Pruitt The Honorable Barry Breen

Administrator Acting Assistant Administrator

U5, Environmental Protection Agency Office of Land and Emergency Management
1200 Perumsylvania Avenue, NW U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Mail Code: 11014 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460 Mail Code: 51017

prulitscoilepneoy Washington, DC 20460

Fax No: 202-564-6392 hroen barry

Re: Petition for Reconsideration and Stay

DPear Administrator Pruitt and Acting Assistant Administrator Breen:

Please find attached a Pefition for Reconsideration and Stay filed on behalf of the
States of Louisiana, Arizona, Arkansas, Florida, Kansas, Texas, Oklahoma, South Carolina,
Wisconsin, West Virginia, and the Commonwealth of Kentucky by and through Governor
Matthew Bevin, with respect to the rule entitled Accidenial Release Prevention Requirements:
Risk Management Programs Under the Clean Air Act; Final Rule, 82 Fed. Reg. 4594 (Jan.
13, 2017), Docket No. EPA-HQ-OEM-2015-0723,

Please contact me at yurrilletag Jowisianagoy or 225-326-6676. Our States would
appreciate the opportunity to discuss the concerns with this rule outlined in the attached
petition at your earliest convenience.

Elizabeth Baker Murmill

Attachment
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BEFORE THE ADMINISTRATOR
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

INRE ACCIDENTAL RELEASE PREVENTION
REQUIREMENTS: RISK MANAGEMENT
PrROGRAMS UNDER THE CLEAN AIR ACT,
FinaL RuLE, 82 FED. REG. 4595

(Jan, 13,2017

DoCKET NO.
3 EPA-HQ-OEM-2013-0725

QU

PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND STAY

Submitied by

THE STATES OF LOUISIANA, ARIZONA, ARKANSAS, FLORIDA, KANSAS,
TEXAS, OKLAHOMA, SOUTH CAROLINA, WISCONSIN, WEST VIRGINIA, AND
THE COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY BY AND THROUGH GOVERNOR
MATTHEW BEVIN

JEFF LANDRY
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF LOUISIANA
ELIZABETH BAKER MURRILL
SOLICITOR GENERAL
STATE OF LOUIRIANA
1885 THirD ST.
Bartor Roucr, LA 70802
(2251 326-6766
MURRILLE@AG.LOUISIANA.GOV

LESLIE RUTLEDGE
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ARKANSAS

MARK BRNOVICH
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ARIZONA

PAMELA JO BONDI
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF FLORIDA

DEREK SCHMIDT
ATTORNEY {(JENERAL OF KANSAK

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY, BY AND
THROUGH GOVERNOR MATTHEW .
BEVIN

STEVEN “BEAUX” JONES
HARRY I VORHOFF
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERALS
STATE OF LOUISIANA
1885 THIRD ST.
Baton Rouce, LA 70802
{2255 326-6000
JONESSTERAG, LOUVISIANA,GOV
VORHOFFHEAG.LOUISIANA.GOV

MIKE HUNTER
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF OKLAHOMA

ALAN WILSON
ATTORNEY GGENERAL OF SOUTH
CAROLINA

KENPAXTON
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

PATRICK MORRISEY
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WEST VIRGINIA

BRAD SCHIMEL
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WISCONSIN
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I INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Section 307(AX7HB) of the Clean Air Act (CAA or the Act) and the
Administrative Procedure Act (APA},Q‘ the States of Louisiana, Arizona, Arkansas, Florida,
Kansas, Texas, Oklahoma. South Carolina, Wisconsin, West Virginia, and the Commonwealth of
Kentucky by and through Governor Matthew Bevin (collectively “the States™) respectfully
petition the U.S, Environmental Protection Agency {(EPA or the Agency) to reconsider the
nationally applicable final action entitled, Accidental Release Prevention Requirements: Risk
Management Programs Under the Clean Air Act; Final Rule, 82 Fed. Reg. 4594 (Jan. 13, 2017),
codified at 40 C.F.R. Part 68, Docket No. EPA-HQ-OEM-2015-0725 (RMP Rule or the rule).

The States recognize that EPA has already 1ssued a three-month administrative stay of the
effective date of the RMP Rule and has determined to convene proceedings to reconsider the
rule, re-opening it for public comment. The States support this decision and further request that
EPA issue a rule deferring the RMP Rule’s effective date and tolling compliance dates beyond
this period, until 18 months from March 21, 20177 Doing so would prevent needless
expenditures by states and localities in order to meet their obligations under provisions of the
rule that are potentially subject to change.

The States request reconsideration of the rule because it not only creates extensive new
requirements that will burden emergency responders as well as state and local governments
without commensurate benefit, it requires unprecedented public disclosure of facility information
that will threatent local communities and homeland security. The States believe that the existing
RMP regulations are adequate to ensure the protection of the public from accidental releases
from covered facilities and encourage EPA to carefully reconsider the necessity of the rule.

ii Factual and Regulatory History

EPA finalized extensive new RMP regulations that were published in the Federal
Register on January 13, 2017, following the issuance of a Proposed Rule in March 2016 In
response to the Proposed Rule, EPA received numerous comments from members of the public,
government agencies, organizations responsible for emergency response and planning, and
regulated entities. These commenters—which included current EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt,
then the Attorney General {AG) of Oklahoma, as well as AGs from Louisiana, Kansas, Alabama,
Nevada, Arizona, South Carolina, Arkansas, Utah, Florida, Wisconsin, Texas. and Georgia,
many of which are also petitioners here-—expressed significant concerns with the proposed
information disclosure requirements and other aspects of the Proposed Rule. They pointed out
the potential threats to homeland security and local communities in the Proposed Rule's
provisions that would require security-sensitive information about chemical facilities to be

Y42 U8 & 180dNTHB).

TSUL.C.§ 551 ef seq.

* In the alternative, the States request that EPA stay the rule bevond the three-month period pursuant to APA Section
705, 5 UL.8.C, § 705,

“EPA, Accidental Release Prevemrion Requiremerss: Risk Management Programs Under the Clean Air Act; Final
Rule, 82 Fed. Reg. 4594 (Jan. 13, 2017).

P EPA, Accidental Release Prevention Requirementx: Risk Management Programs Under the Clean 4ir Act;
Proposed Rule, 81 Fed. Reg. 13,638 (Mar. 14, 2016) (Froposed Rule).
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publicly disclosed without providing for any screening of requesters or protections for the
mformation disclosed. They also pointed out the numerous burdens, unjustified by clear safety
benefits, that would be imposed by the rule upon regulated facilities, local emergency
responders, and siate governments, °

Nevertheless, EPA finalized the provisions in the Proposed Rule with only Hmited
modifications to address commenters” concerns. In some instances, the provisions of the RMP
Rule as finalized increased the risks and burdens to states, local communities, responders, and
regulated entities rather than fixing the problems in the Proposed Rule. In recognition of the
many problems with the rule, on March 13, 2017 FPA decided to convene proceedings to
reconsider the rule and took action to delay its effective date until June 19, 2017.7

The States have numercus companics within their respective geographical regions that
are engaged in the refining, oil and gas, chemicals, agricultural, and peneral manufacturing
sectors subject to the RMP rule, which cuts a very broad swath. The States participated in EPA’s
proceedings leading to wssuance of the RMP Rule, having filed comments in response to the
Proposed Rule.® EPA did not conduct any outreach to its state partners following submittal of
their comments or transmission of the Ialy 27, 2016 Pruitt Letter to Administrator McCarthy.
Therefore, Louisiana and Kansas, on behalf of all the commenting states, took the additional step
of requesting a teleconference meeting with the Office of Management and Budget (OMB),
which was held on November 29, 2016, to raise concerns regarding the inadequate consideration
of increased security risks, the lack of coordination with post-9/11 command structures, the lack
of any real explanation or understanding of the impact of the exercise requirements, and the
unfunded mandates and costs imposed as a consequence of the RMP Rule.

The States believe that the rule would not streamline regulation and would nof make it
more efficient. The States strongly believe and have previously commented that the new RMP
Rule is a deeply flawed approach that is detrimental not only to chemical safety but also to the
safety of our communities as a whole. The rule changes, developed with a goal of ensuring
greater safety, instead create significantly greater risk. The RMP Rule threstens homeland
security and local communities by requiring sensitive information about chemical and other
facilities to be publicly disclosed without adequate safeguards and without any demonstrable
benefits.  Eleventh-hour revisions EPA made to the RMP Rule did not address or resolve this
major flaw. The rule also imposes upon regulated facilities, local emergency responders, and
state governments numerous new regulatory burdens without any identifiable benefits. The
States believe these requirements reveal a serious flaw with potentiaily fatal consequences—a

¢ See Letter from Jeff Landry and Ken Paxton, Attorneys General of Louisiana and Texas, to Hon. Gina McCarthy,

Adm’r, EPA (May 3, 2016), EPA Docket No, EPA-HQ-OEM-2015-0725-0433, aegilable ot

hitpsPeww reguhations sovidotumentT B ERA-HO-DEM- 201507250433 (“Landry and Paxton Letter™); Letter

from Scott Pruitt, Attorney General, State of Oklahoma, ¢f al. to Gina MeCarthy, Adm’r, EPA (July 27, 2016), EPA

Docket No. EPA-HQ-OEM-2015-0723-0624, available of Wipsdiwwwresulations povidocumentZBERA-HOD-

LIEM-201 S-0725-0624 (CPrutit Letter™) (Attached ),

P See BPA, Further Delav of Effective Date for the Final Rule Entitled “Accidental Release Prevention

Reguirements: Risk Management Programs Under the Clean 4ir Aet” Published by the Environmental Protection

fgem?y on Jammary 13, 2007 Final rule; Delay of Effective Date (pre-publication version issued Mar. 13, 2017}
See id

3
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top-down approach to incident and emergency response by drafters of the Rule who lack real
experience in incident response that could have a cost in loss of life and property.

The States appreciate EPA’s recent decision to reconsider the RMP Rule, and we urge the
Agency to repeal or significantly revise the rule op reconsideration.

III.  Detailed Explanation of Reconsideration Request

A. The Information Disclosure Provisions in the RMP Rule Threaten Homeland
Security by Making Covered Facilities Less Safe.

The RMP Rule requires facilities to provide to local emergency planning and response
organizations “any . . . information” such organizations deem “relevant™ to local emergency
response planning.” It also requires facilities to provide specific types of information to the
public upon request (within 45 days of receiving the request) and to provide ongoing notification
of availability of facility information on company websites, social medial platforms, or through
some other publicly accessible means.'’ Further, the rule requires all facilities to hold a public
meeting for the Jocal community within 90 days of an RMP reportable accident.”!

These provisions favor public disclosure of facility information in all circumstances,
without commeon-~sense protections for sensitive security information that could be used to harm
facilities and their surrounding communities if the information falls into the wrong hands. The
consequences of such an event could be quite serious and wide reaching, as many of these
facilities are near or inside large population centers, government facilities, ports, schools, and
water supplies, to name only a few.'” On reconsideration, EPA should repeal or substantially
modify these provisions because they present substantial threats to homeland security and critical
infrastructure, and because they:

e Require facilities to provide the requested information awtomatically without any
mechanisms for a facility to appeal or otherwise seck review of requests on issues
such as whether information requested is truly “relevant” to local emergency
response planning;

¢ (Contain no screening process for requesters, nor limitations on the use and/or
distribution of the information {such as a reading room or read-only format);

e Potentially contlict with the express or implicit restrictions contained in other anti-
terrorism laws;

e Take a dismissive, top-down approach to rulemaking by ignoring comments from
peaple who are on the ground responding to terrorist incidents and other disasters,

° 40 CFR. § 68.93(b).

40 CF R, §§68.210(0); (©).

40 CFR. § 68.210(c).

2 Ap attack on these facilities also exposes first responders 1o secondary attack in responding to the event,

ED_001863D_00004724-00005



constituting a dangerous approach to issues with national security implications and
potentially fatal consequences;

o lgnore the numerous comments submitted by Stste AGs, the Department of
Homeland Security (DHS) and other stakeholders regarding the inherent public
safety and security risks in requiring unfettered public disclosure of sensitive facility
information;™ and

# Fxpand upon the provisions in the Proposed Rule (increasing the safety and security
risks of the proposal in some instances), depriving stakcholders of the ability to
comment on the significant implications of the rule as finalized.

B. The Coordination and Emergency Response Provisions in the Rule Constitute
Unfunded Mandates that Impose Unjustified Burdens on State and Local
Emergency Response and Planning Organizations.

The RMP Rule contains extensive new emergency response provisions that require
facilities to consult and coordinate with local emergency response and planning organizations,
encouraging their participation in facility emergency exercises and obliging facility owners to
provide them with voluminous facility information. Numerous commenters on the Proposed
Rule pomted to the significant burdens that such provisions would place on state and local
emergency response personnel.’® Without any provision for funding support of state and local
emergency response entities, the RMP Rule imposes unfunded mandates and drains the resources
of the entities that need them most-—those charged with community emergency response.

B See, ez, EPA, Interagency Communications Regarding EQ 12866 Interagency Review of Risk Management
Modernization, RIN 2050-AGS8, Summary of Interagency Working Group Camments on Diraft Language Under
EQF2866/13563 Interagency Review, at 89 (Jan. 13, 2016), EPA Docket No. EPA-HQ-OEM-2015-0725-0007
{(Interagency Review of Risk Management Modernization), available ar

hitoswvws resulations. pov/document? D=EPAAHOD-OEM-201 0725007 (federal agency that the information
sharing mandated by the provisions in the Proposed Rule is essentially providing a listing of vulnerabilities” that
“could be used by a terrorist to either target a certain facility or the vulnerabilities could be exploited 1o incroase the
magnitade of an attack™); see afse Landry and Paxton Letter, supra note 6 (raising “serious concerns” with several
aspects of EPA’s proposal, including information dissemination, stating the “information sharing provisions give us
great panse” and noting that release of the information mandated by the rule would do “nothing to prevent accidents
or reduce potential harm, but likely increases the vainerability of multiple facilities™y; Pruitt Letter, supra note 6
{noting further security concerns with the rule and expressing their support of the Louisiana and Texas AG
comments). None of these considerations were adequately addressed by the EPA, and in fact were samumarily
dismissed, raising serivus questions as to the actual motivations behind the rale. It is difficult to imagine a reason
that could justify EPA in overriding the Congressional concerns about tesrorism threats and replacing that judgment
with its own.

“ The National Association of SARA Title 11T Program Officials (NASTTPO), for example, commented that the
facility exercise requirements would “place{]a substantial burden on {Local Emergency Planning Committees
(LEPCsY] and response agencies, especially as these organizations are routinely composed of volunteers.”
Comments of the NASTTPO on the decidenal Release Prevession Bequirements: Risk Management Programs
Unider the Clean Aiy dct; Proposed Rufe, §1 Fed. Reg. 13,638 (Mar. 14, 2016), dated May 12, 2016, Docket Mo,
EPA-HOQ-OFM-2015-0725-0594, at 8, available af btips www reeulions. gov/dosumen? DEP A HOWOEM-
21507250514
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Various State and other entities raised these concerns during the comment jperiod.,” and
they largely went unaddressed by EPA. These concerns remain and should be addressed by EPA
on reconsideration, specifically:

¢ EPA has acknowledged that the new coordination and emergency response exercise
requirements will result in significant cost and personnel burdens,'® including on
response organizations, but has not addressed sources of funding or even guantifiable
benefits from the rule n order to offset such costs;

s In the rule’s provisions on emergency response coordination, EPA has failed to take into
account the overlapping requirements of Emergency Planning and Community Right to
Know Act (EPCRA) and other laws touching upon emergency response. as well as state
and local organizations’ current emergency preparation and management plans and
procedures; b

e EPA has failed to properly assess the actual demands end additional staffing that
compliance with these requirements will impose upon already-overtaxed, under-funded
state and local response and planning organizations, reflecting a rulemaking process
completely bereft of a realistic assessment and acknowledgement of the costs of
compliance (including that the ruie’s requirements would be ongoing, even while states
may be in an active response mode during a declared disaster),

e [EPA has made an unrealistic binary distinction between “responding” and “non-
responding” sources, ignoring the reality in most communitics, there is a “hybrid” model
for response, in which some response functions are handled by internal resources and
others by community responders; and

e EPA has made facility exercise and coordination requirements too rigid, creating
substantial burdens on state and local response organizations without showing
commensurate benefits,

" See, e.g. Comments of Scott A. Thompson, Oklahoma Dep’t of Envtl, Quality (DEQY on the Accidental Release
Pravention Requirements: Risk Management Programs Under the Clean Air Act; Proposed Rule, 81 Fed. Reg.
13,638 {(Mar. 14, 2016}, dated May 13, 2016, Docket No. EPA-HQ-OEM-2015-0725-05354, at 1, available at
Wosdiwwoy regulations sovidonoment T D EPACHG-QEM-20 1 3-0723-0400 (noting that while the Oklahoma DEQ
was in favor of increasing coordination between RMP facilities and focal responders, *DEQ feels strongly that
LEPCs already have g significant burden placed upon them with no foderal funding included™).

" See 82 Fed. Reg. at 4661 (“EPA notes that its own regulatory irepact analysis for the NPRM projected the
eIMErgency response exercise provisions to be the costliest provision of the WPRM.™); see also EPA, Accidemal
Befease Prevention Requiremess: Risk Manggement Frograms Under the Clean Air Aoy, Section 112(r)(7};
Reglatory Impact Analysis (RIA), a1 9, Ex. B (Dec. 16, 2016), EPA Docket No. EPA-HQ-OEM-2015-0725-0734,
available of Bupsyiwww regdations. sovidosenen? =R P ACHOROEM 201 507250734, (showing total
undiscounted exercise costs of $247.4 million, the second most expensive provision in the rule).

7 The States advised OMRB and EPA that LEPCs are not integrated into a post-9/11 command structure and have
little to ne independert resources. The assumption that LEPCs operate similarly across the country would be a
deeply flawed assumption. EPA demonstrated a deep lack of any practical knowledge or understanding of LEPCs
actual functions and resources.

ED_001863D_00004724-00007



In light of these concerns, the States submit that on reconsideration EPA should consider fully
the extent of the burdens imposed on state and local emergency response resources and engage in
a more meaningful exchange with States regarding the implementation of existing rules.

C. The RMP Rule Is Unsupported by Accurate Costs and Benefits Estimates, as
Required Under Applicable Laws,

Contrary to its obligations under Executive Order 13563 and other directives applicable
to the rulemaking process, EPA has not supported its rulemaking efforts in this instance by an
accurate and thorough estimate of the costs and benefits of the RMP Rule. The States request
that EPA undertake upon reconsideration a careful review of the rule’s implementation costs, in
particular the collective burdens on States and localities. Moreover, HPA must recognize that
many communities have differing levels of resource availability and experienced personnel,
which will result in different cost impacts at the State level. EPA grossly understated costs and
completely ignored significantly increased burdens on Local Emergency Planning Committees
(LEPCs) (which have no resources) and State and local first responders, which alone should have
warranted OMB disapproval of the rule. Further, EPA’s analysis reflects a failure to fulfill its
obligations under the Smali Business Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act (SBREFA), in
neglecting to fully account for the impacts of the rule on small businesses.

Further, EPA does not meaningfully cstimate benefits, instead making unsupported
conclusory statements dismissive of State concerns. The States request that EPA re-visit its cost-
benefit analysis, mcluding consideration of any potential drawbacks of the rule (i.e. potential
adverse consequences associated with the information disclosure provisions and obligations
imposed upon state and local responders).

D. EPA Should Carefully Reconsider and Substantially Revise or Repeal the
RMP Rule Revisions.

As EPA has already acknowledged, the criteria for convening a reconsideration
proceeding are met here. First, several of the issues noted above were finalized in the RMP Rule
without being offered for comment in the Proposed Rule. Second, with respect to those
provisions that were available for comment, the RMP Rule as finalized reflects that EPA
dismissed without explanation or overlooked entirely significant and substantial comments
offered by the States and other stakeholders. Because the provisions at issue are of central
relevance to this rulemaking. reconsideration and rescission is warranied.
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Iv. Conclusion

The States appreciate EPA’s decision to stay the rule for three months and to convene a
reconsideration proceeding to address the issues outlined above. The States also request that you
gxpeditiously complete a rule that delays the effectiveness and the compliance dates in the rule
beyond the three-month stay issued on March 13, 2017, This will allow for the completion of
the reconsideration process while the States” petition for judicial review is pending. The States
look forward to meeting to discuss potential resolution of the concerns with the final rule stated
above.

§ «
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FElizabeth Baker Murrill
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

A copy of the preceding was sent on March 14, 2017 to the Honorable Scott Pruitt vig facsimile,
certified mail and email. In addition, a copy was also sent to the Honorable Barry Breen and the
Honorable Kevin Minoli vig certified mail and email.

The Honorable Scott Pruitt
Administrator

LS. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Mail Code: 1101A

Washington, DC 20460
prutttscoliddepa.goy

Fax No: 202-501-1430

The Honorable Kevin Minoli

Acting General Counsel

U.S, Environmental Protection Agency
Correspondence Control Unit

Office of General Counsel

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Mail Code: 2310A

Washington, DC 20460
minclikevinggepa.goy

The Honorable Barry Breen

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Land and Emergency Management
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Mail Code: 5101T

Washington, DC 20460
breenbarrvigepa.goy
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Elizabeth Baker Murriil
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To: Abboud, Michael[abboud.michael@epa.gov}; Baptist, Erik[baptist.erik@epa.gov]; Beck,
Nancy[Beck.Nancy@epa.gov}; Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]; Bodine,
Susan[bodine.susan@epa.gov]; Bolen, Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.govj; Bolen,
Derrick[bolen.derrick@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov], Brown,
Byron{brown.byron@epa.govl]; Chmielewski, Kevin[chmielewski.kevin@epa.gov]; Cory, Preston
(Katherine)[Cory.Preston@epa.gov}; Darwin, Henry[darwin.henry@epa.gov]; Darwin,
Veronica[darwin.veronica@epa.gov]; Dominguez, Alexander[dominguez.alexander@epa.gov}; Dourson,
Michael[dourson.michael@epa.gov}; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Falvo,
Nicholas{falvo.nicholas@epa.gov]; Feeley, Drew (Robert){Feeley.Drew@epa.gov}; Ferguson,
Lincoln[ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Ford, Hayley[ford.hayley@epa.gov}; Forsgren,
Lee[Forsgren.Lee@epa.gov}; Fotouhi, David[Fotouhi.David@epa.govl; Frye, Tony
(Robert)[frye.robert@epa.gov}; Gordon, Stephen|gordon.stephen@epa.govl]; Greaves,
Holly[greaves.holly@epa.govl; Greenwalt, Sarah[greenwalt.sarah@epa.govl; Gunasekara,
Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov}, Harlow, David[harlow.david@epa.gov}; Hewitt,
James[hewitt.james@epa.gov}; Hupp, Millan[hupp.millan@epa.gov]; Jackson,
Ryan[jackson.ryan@epa.govl; Kelly, Albert[kelly.albert@epa.gov}; Konkus, John[konkus.john@epa.govl;
Letendre, Daisy]letendre.daisy@epa.gov]; Lovell, Will (William)[lovell.william@epa.gov]; Lyons,
Troy[lyons.troy@epa.govl; McMurray, Forrestimcemurray.forrest@epa.govl; Munoz,
Charles[munoz.charles@epa.gov}; Palich, Christianpalich.christian@epa.gov]; Ringel,
Aaron[ringel.aaron@epa.gov}; Rodrick, Christian[rodrick.christian@epa.gov]; Sands,
Jeffrey[sands.jeffrey@epa.gov];, Schwab, Justin[Schwab.Justin@epa.gov]; Shimmin,
Kaitlyn[shimmin.kaitlyn@epa.govl; Traylor, Patrick[traylor.patrick@epa.gov};, Wagner,
Kenneth[wagner.kenneth@epa.govl; White, Elizabeth{white.elizabeth@epa.gov]; Wilcox,
Jahan|wilcox.jahan@epa.govl]; Yamada, Richard (Yujiro)[yamada.richard@epa.gov];, Benevento,
Douglas[benevento.douglas@epa.gov]; Davis, Patrick[davis.patrick@epa.govl; Glenn,
Trey[Glenn. Trey@epa.govl; Gulliford, Jim[guliiford.jim@epa.gov]; Lopez, Peter[lopez.peter@epa.govl;
Servidio, Cosmo|[Servidio.Cosmo@epa.gov]; Stepp, Cathy|stepp.cathy@epa.gov}

From: Ford, Hayley

Sent: Mon 10/30/2017 4:12:44 PM

Subject: Agency Weekly Report 10.30.17

Weekly Report 10.27.2017.docx

See attached for the weekly report.

Thanks!

Hayley Ford
Deputy White House Liaison and Personal Aide to the Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency

ford.haylev@epa.gov

Phone: 202-564-2022
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Tar Creek Superfund Site, Miami, Oklahoma (Collaborative Federalism)

Sampling will continue in Operable Unit 5 during the week of October 30 through November 3, 2017,
in order to collect data related to characterization of and potential risk related to sediment and surface
water within the Tristate Watershed investigation area. This field event is being accomplished through
joint coordination and cooperation with Region 7, three states (Oklahoma, Missouri, Kansas), eight
Tribes (Quapaw, Peoria, Ottawa, Miami, Eastern Shawnee, Wyandotte, Seneca-Cayuga, and
Cherokee), and other federal and state agencies (U.S. Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Geological Survey,
Oklahoma Department of Wildlife). The project area consists of seven watersheds and covers
approximately 437 square miles and 119 river miles.
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From: Burton, Tamika

Sent: Fri4/13/2018 6:14:37 PM
Subject: Weekly Report 4.13.2018
Weekly Report 04.13.2017 .pdf
Weekly Report 04.13.2017 .docx

Good Afternoon,

Please see the attached Weekly Report.

Have a great weekend!

Tamika Burton
Staff Assistant to the Deputy Administrator
immediate Office of the Administrator

MC 1104A Room 3412 WJC North

Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy

burton.tamika@epa.gov
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Five new FOIA lawsuits were filed April 5-9, 2018 (all D.D.C.), all alleging EPA failed to respond to FOIA
requests:

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

o Campaign for Accountability v. EPA, No. 1:18cv783, seeking communications between anyone in
the Office of Administrator and the Oklahoma Attorney General’s office, and certain
communications concerning the Tar Creek superfund site.
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

Five new FOIA lawsuits were filed April 5-9, 2018 (all D.D.C.), all alleging EPA failed to respond to FOIA
requests:

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

o Campaign for Accountability v. EPA, No. 1:18cv783, seeking communications between anyone in
the Office of Administrator and the Oklahoma Attorney General’s office, and certain
communications concerning the Tar Creek superfund site.
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To: Abboud, Michael[abboud.michael@epa.gov}; Baptist, Erik[baptist.erik@epa.gov]; Beck,
Nancy[Beck.Nancy@epa.gov}; Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.govl; Bodine,
Susan[bodine.susan@epa.gov]; Bolen, Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.govj; Bolen,
Derrick[bolen.derrick@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov}; Brown,
Byron{brown.byron@epa.govl; Chmielewski, Kevin[chmielewski.kevin@epa.gov]; Cory, Preston
(Katherine)[Cory.Preston@epa.gov}; Darwin, Henry[darwin.henry@epa.gov]; Darwin,
Veronica[darwin.veronica@epa.gov]; Dominguez, Alexander[dominguez.alexander@epa.gov}; Dourson,
Michael[dourson.michael@epa.gov}; Dravis, Samantha[dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Falvo,
Nicholas{falvo.nicholas@epa.gov]; Feeley, Drew (Robert)[Feeley.Drew@epa.gov}; Ferguson,
Lincoln[ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Ford, Hayley[ford.hayley@epa.gov}; Forsgren,
Lee[Forsgren.Lee@epa.gov}; Fotouhi, David[Fotouhi.David@epa.govl; Frye, Tony
(Robert)[frye.robert@epa.gov}; Gordon, Stephen[gordon.stephen@epa.govl]; Greaves,
Holly[greaves.holly@epa.govl; Greenwalt, Sarah[greenwalt.sarah@epa.govl; Gunasekara,
Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov}, Harlow, David[harlow.david@epa.gov}; Hewitt,
James[hewitt.james@epa.gov}; Hupp, Millan[hupp.millan@epa.gov]; Jackson,
Ryan[jackson.ryan@epa.govl; Kelly, Albert[kelly.albert@epa.gov}; Konkus, John[konkus.john@epa.govl;
Letendre, Daisy]letendre.daisy@epa.gov]; Lovell, Will (William)[lovell.william@epa.gov]; Lyons,
Troy[lyons.troy@epa.govl; McMurray, Forrestimemurray.forrest@epa.govl; Munoz,
Charles[munoz.charles@epa.gov}; Palich, Christian{palich.christian@epa.gov]; Ringel,
Aaron[ringel.aaron@epa.gov}; Rodrick, Christian[rodrick.christian@epa.gov]; Sands,
Jeffrey[sands.jeffrey@epa.gov]; Schwab, Justin[Schwab.Justin@epa.gov]; Shimmin,
Kaitlyn[shimmin.kaitlyn@epa.govl; Traylor, Patrick[traylor.patrick@epa.gov};, Wagner,
Kenneth{wagner.kenneth@epa.govl; White, Elizabeth{white.elizabeth@epa.gov]; Wilcox,
Jahan|wilcox.jahan@epa.govl; Yamada, Richard (Yujiro)[yamada.richard@epa.gov], Benevento,
Douglas[benevento.douglas@epa.gov]; Davis, Patrick[davis.patrick@epa.govl; Glenn,
Trey[Glenn. Trey@epa.govl; Gulliford, Jim[guliiford.jim@epa.gov]; Lopez, Peter[lopez.peter@epa.govi;
Servidio, Cosmol[Servidio.Cosmo@epa.gov]; Stepp, Cathy|stepp.cathy@epa.gov}

From: Ford, Hayley

Sent: Fri 11/3/2017 9:17:27 PM

Subject: Weekly Report 11.3.17

Weekly Report 11.03.2017.docx

See attached for weekly report. Thanks!

Hayley Ford
Deputy White House Liaison and Personal Aide to the Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency

ford.haylev@epa.gov

Phone: 202-564-2022

Celli ex. 6 - Personal Privacy

ED_001863D_00000220-00001



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

EXx. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 1 of 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00001



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 2 of 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00002



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 3 of 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00003



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 4 of 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00004



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 5 of 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00005



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

EXx. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 6 of 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00006



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 7 of 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00007



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

EXx. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 8 0f 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00008



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 9 0of 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00009



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

EXx. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 10 of 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00010



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

Page 11 of 48

ED_001863D_00000221-00011



Weekly Report | November 3, 2017

EXx. 5 - Deliberative Process

Tar Creek Superfund Site, Quapaw, Oklahoma
On November 7, 2017, representatives from two EPA Regions, the states, tribes, trustees and
community/watershed groups will meet in Quapaw, Oklahoma, to discuss comments and concerns
regarding work in the Tristate Mining District. Region 7 representatives will provide an update on
remedial action progress in both Kansas and Missouri while representatives from Region 6, the
Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality, and the Quapaw will provide updates on remedial
progress in Oklahoma. In addition, Region 6 will provide updates on the Operable Unit 5 remedial
Page 12 of 48
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investigation, specifically related to data collection and review and discussion of human health risk
assessment input parameters. The participants are expected to include Oklahoma, Kansas, Quapaw
Tribe, Peoria Tribe, Wyandotte Nation, Miami Nation, Ottawa Tribe, Seneca-Cayuga Nation, Eastern
Shawnee Tribe, Cherokee Nation, U.S. Fish and Wildlife, Region 7, Grand River Dam Authority,
Local Environmental Action Demanded (LEAD) Agency, Grand Lake Watershed Alliance Foundation
(GLWAF), and Spring River Watershed Restoration and Protection Strategy (Spring River WRAPs).
Then on November 8, 2017, the EPA will meet with representatives from the Quapaw Tribe
Environmental Office and the Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality, in Quapaw,
Oklahoma, to discuss the current and planned remedial actions for Operable Unit 4 (Mine Waste).

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process
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From: Carroll, Carly

Sent: Fri 11/3/2017 5:03:17 PM
Subject: Weekly Report 11.03.2017.docx
Weekly Report 11.03.2017 .docx

Good Afternoon,

Please see the attached weekly report for the week ending 11.03.2017.

Best,

Carly Carroll
Special Assistant to the Acting Deputy Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

| Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy |

carroll.carly@epa.gov
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EXx. 5 - Deliberative Process

Tar Creek Superfund Site, Quapaw, Oklahoma
On November 7, 2017, representatives from two EPA Regions, the states, tribes, trustees and
community/watershed groups will meet in Quapaw, Oklahoma, to discuss comments and concerns
regarding work in the Tristate Mining District. Region 7 representatives will provide an update on
remedial action progress in both Kansas and Missouri while representatives from Region 6, the
Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality, and the Quapaw will provide updates on remedial
progress in Oklahoma. In addition, Region 6 will provide updates on the Operable Unit 5 remedial
Page 12 of 48
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investigation, specifically related to data collection and review and discussion of human health risk
assessment input parameters. The participants are expected to include Oklahoma, Kansas, Quapaw
Tribe, Peoria Tribe, Wyandotte Nation, Miami Nation, Ottawa Tribe, Seneca-Cayuga Nation, Eastern
Shawnee Tribe, Cherokee Nation, U.S. Fish and Wildlife, Region 7, Grand River Dam Authority,
Local Environmental Action Demanded (LEAD) Agency, Grand Lake Watershed Alliance Foundation
(GLWAF), and Spring River Watershed Restoration and Protection Strategy (Spring River WRAPs).
Then on November 8, 2017, the EPA will meet with representatives from the Quapaw Tribe
Environmental Office and the Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality, in Quapaw,
Oklahoma, to discuss the current and planned remedial actions for Operable Unit 4 (Mine Waste).
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To: Abboud, Michael[abboud.michael@epa.gov}; Baptist, Erik[baptist.erik@epa.gov]; Beck,
Nancy[Beck.Nancy@epa.gov}; Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov}; Bodine,
Susan[bodine.susan@epa.gov}, Bolen, Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.govl; Bowman,
LiziBowman.Liz@epa.gov], Brown, Byron[brown.byron@epa.govl]; Chmielewski,
Kevin[chmielewski.kevin@epa.gov}; Cory, Preston (Katherine)[Cory.Preston@epa.gov}; Darwin,
Henry[darwin.henry@epa.gov]; Darwin, Veronica[darwin.veronica@epa.gov]; Davis,
Patrick[davis.patrick@epa.gov]; Dominguez, Alexander[dominguez.alexander@epa.gov]; Dravis,
Samanthaldravis.samantha@epa.gov}; Falvo, Nicholas[falvo.nicholas@epa.gov]; Feeley, Drew
(Robert)[Feeley.Drew@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoin{ferguson.lincoin@epa.govl; Ford,
Hayley[ford.hayley@epa.govl]; Forsgren, Lee[Forsgren.Lee@epa.gov]; Fotouhi,
David[Fotouhi.David@epa.gov]; Frye, Tony (Robert)[frye.robert@epa.gov}; Gordon,
Stephen[gordon.stephen@epa.gov}; Graham, Amy[graham.amy@epa.gov]; Greaves,
Holly[greaves.holly@epa.govl]; Greenwalt, Sarah[greenwalt.sarah@epa.govl; Gunasekara,
Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov}, Harlow, David[harlow.david@epa.gov}; Hewitt,
Jameslhewitt.james@epa.gov}; Hupp, Millan[hupp.millan@epa.gov]; Jackson,
Ryan[jackson.ryan@epa.govl; Kelly, Albert[kelly.albert@epa.gov}; Konkus, John[konkus.john@epa.govl;
Letendre, Daisy]letendre.daisy@epa.gov]; Lovell, Will (William){lovell.william@epa.gov]; Lyons,
Troy[lyons.troy@epa.govl; McMurray, Forrestimcemurray.forrest@epa.govl; Munoz,
Charles[munoz.charles@epa.gov}; Palich, Christian]palich.christian@epa.gov]; Ringel,
Aaron[ringel.aaron@epa.govl; Rodrick, Christian[rodrick.christian@epa.gov]; Schwab,
Justin[Schwab.Justin@epa.gov}; Shimmin, Kaitlyn[shimmin.kaitlyn@epa.gov}; Traylor,
Patrick[traylor.patrick@epa.gov]; Wagner, Kenneth[wagner.kenneth@epa.gov}; White,
Elizabeth[white.elizabeth@epa.gov}; Wilcox, Jahan[wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Yamada, Richard
(Yujiro)lyamada.richard@epa.govj

Cc: Dickerson, Aaron[dickerson.aaron@epa.gov]; Woodward,
Cheryl[Woodward.Cheryl@epa.govl]; Willis, Sharnett{Willis.Sharnett@epa.gov}

From: Ford, Hayley

Sent: Mon 10/9/2017 9:51:51 PM

Subject: DRAFT LxL / NO COS Meeting Tomorrow

Weekly Report 10.06.2017 final.docx

October 10 - November 4 2017- Draft Line X Line.pdf

Draft LxL and weekly report attached. NO COS meeting in the morning.

Thanks!

Hayley Ford

Deputy White House Liaison

Office of the Administrator

Environmental Protection Agency

Room: 3309C William Jefferson Clinton North

ford.haylev@epa.gov
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To: Abboud, Michael[abboud.michael@epa.gov}; Baptist, Erik[baptist.erik@epa.gov]; Beck,
Nancy[Beck.Nancy@epa.gov}; Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov}; Bodine,
Susan[bodine.susan@epa.gov]; Bolen, Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.gov}; Bolen,
Derrick[bolen.derrick@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Brown,
Byron{brown.byron@epa.govl; Burke, Marcella[burke.marcella@epa.gov]; Chmielewski,
Kevin[chmielewski.kevin@epa.gov}; Cory, Preston (Katherine)[Cory.Preston@epa.gov}; Darwin,
Henry[darwin.henry@epa.govl; Darwin, Veronica[darwin.veronica@epa.gov}; Dominguez,
Alexander{dominguez.alexander@epa.govl; Dourson, Michael{dourson.michael@epa.govl; Dravis,
Samanthaldravis.samantha@epa.gov}; Falvo, Nicholas{falvo.nicholas@epa.gov]; Feeley, Drew
(Robert)[Feeley.Drew@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln[ferguson.lincoin@epa.govl; Ford,
Hayley[ford.hayley@epa.govl]; Forsgren, Lee[Forsgren.Lee@epa.govl; Fotouhi,
David[Fotouhi.David@epa.gov]; Frye, Tony (Robert)[frye.robert@epa.gov]; Gordon,
Stephen[gordon.stephen@epa.gov]; Greaves, Holly[greaves.holly@epa.gov]; Greenwalt,
Sarah[greenwalt.sarah@epa.govl; Gunasekara, Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.govl; Harlow,
David[harlow.david@epa.gov}; Hewitt, James[hewitt.james@epa.govl; Hupp,
Millan{hupp.millan@epa.gov]; Jackson, Ryanfjackson.ryan@epa.gov]; Kelly, Albertikelly.albert@epa.govl;
Konkus, John[konkus.john@epa.gov]; Letendre, Daisy[letendre.daisy@epa.gov}; Lovell, Will
(William)[lovell.william@epa.gov}; Lyons, Troy{lyons.troy@epa.govl; McMurray,
Forrestimcemurray.forrest@epa.govl; Munoz, Charles{munoz.charles@epa.govl; Palich,
Christian[palich.christian@epa.govl]; Ringel, Aaron[ringel.aaron@epa.gov]; Rodrick,
Christian[rodrick.christian@epa.gov]; Sands, Jeffrey[sands.jeffrey@epa.gov]; Schwab,
Justin[Schwab.Justin@epa.gov}; Shimmin, Kaitlyn[shimmin.kaitlyn@epa.gov}; Traylor,
Patrick[traylor.patrick@epa.gov];, Wagner, Kenneth[wagner.kenneth@epa.govl; Wehrum,
BillfWehrum.Bill@epa.gov]; White, Elizabeth[white.elizabeth@epa.gov]; Wilcox,
Jahan|wilcox.jahan@epa.govl]; Yamada, Richard (Yujiro)[yamada.richard@epa.gov}

Cc: Dickerson, Aaron[dickerson.aaron@epa.gov]; Woodward,
Cheryl{Woodward.Cheryl@epa.govl]; Willis, Sharnett{Willis.Sharnett@epa.gov}

From: Ford, Hayley

Sent: Fri 11/17/2017 10:37:15 PM

Subject: Draft LxL / Weekly Report

Final Weekly Report 11.17.2017.docx

November 20 - December 15 2017- Draft Line X Line.pdf

See attached for draft LxL and weekly report. Will update you this weekend on whether we
have a brief COS meeting Monday morning.

Have a nice weekend!

Hayley Ford
Deputy White House Liaison and Personal Aide to the Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency

ford.haylev@epa.gov

Phone: 202-564-2022
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process

e  ORD support to the Oklahoma Department of Environmental Quality (ODEQ) with soil
amendment efforts at Tar Creek Superfund Site: ORD’s efforts will help the state evaluate
the effectiveness of a soil amendment technology with regard to bioavailability at this site.
ODEQ will collect soil samples that will undergo in-vivo animal testing and the speciation
analysis by ORD.
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To: 2017HQfirstassistants[2017HQfirstassistants@epa.gov];
2017Regionfirstassistants[2017Regionfirstassistants@epa.gov}; Dravis,
Samanthaldravis.samantha@epa.gov}, Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]; Brown,
Byron{brown.byron@epa.govl; Davis, Patrick{davis.patrick@epa.gov}; Lyons, Troy[lyons.troy@epa.govl;
Flynn, Mike[Flynn.Mike@epa.gov]; Jackson, Ryan{jackson.ryan@epa.gov}; Knapp,
Kristien[Knapp.Kristien@epa.govl]; Threet, Derek[Threet.Derek@epa.gov]; Burden,
Susan[Burden.Susan@epa.gov};, Wagner, Kenneth{wagner.kenneth@epa.gov]; Grantham,
Nancy[Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov}; Schwab, Justin[schwab justin@epa.gov}; Hupp,
Millan{hupp.millan@epa.gov]; Bowman, LiziBowman.Liz@epa.govl]; Fonseca,
Silvina[Fonseca.Silvina@epa.govl; Allen, Reginald[Allen.Reginald@epa.gov}, Reeder,
John[Reeder.John@epa.gov];, Baptist, Erik[baptist.erik@epa.gov}; Darwin,
Henry[darwin.henry@epa.gov]; Darwin, Veronica[darwin.veronica@epa.govi; Kelly,
Albert[kelly.albert@epa.govl; Falvo, Nicholas{falvo.nicholas@epa.gov}; Bolen,
Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.gov}; Kime, Robin[Kime.Robin@epa.gov]

From: Knapp, Kristien

Sent: Fri 7/21/2017 9:12:21 PM

Subject: Weekly Report - July 21, 2017

EPA Weekly Report July 21 2017 .docx

Good afternoon,

Attached is the weekly report for July 21, 2017.

Thanks,

Kristien

Kristien Knapp
Special Assistant (OAR, OITA, OGC, OP)

Office of the Administrator

Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy
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Tar Creek, Picher, Oklahoma

Field sampling will be conducted the week of July 24, 2017, and will continue into August 2017. Samples
collection will fill data gaps related to characterization of sediment and surface water within the Tristate area.
This field event is being accomplished through joint coordination with Region 7, 3 states (Oklahoma, Missouri,
Kansas), eight Tribes (Quapaw, Peoria, Ottawa, Miami, Eastern Shawnee, Wyandotte, Seneca-Cayuga, and
Cherokee), and other federal and state agencies (US Fish and Wildlife, Us Geological Survey, Oklahoma
Department of Wildlife). The focus is to address sediments and surface water in perennial streams that may be

impacted by mining operations. The project area consists of 7 watersheds and covers approximately 437
square miles and 119 river miles.
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To: Beck, Nancy[Beck.Nancy@epa.gov], Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]}
Cc: Ferguson, Lincolnfferguson.lincoin@epa.gov}

From: Chancellor, Erin

Sent: Fri 6/22/2018 4:13:18 PM

Subject: RE: Touching base regarding Monday

PFAS Update.docx

If needed, here are the points from senior staff merged with the key messaging for the
community engagement events.

Erin E. Chancellor
Counsel to the Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 566-1757 (office)

E Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy E(CGH)

chancellor.ern(

From: Beck, Nancy

Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 11:58 AM

To: Chancellor, Erin <chancellor.erin@epa.gov>; Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>
Cc: Ferguson, Lincoln <ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Touching base regarding Monday

There are general PFOS talkers somewhere, OW had the lead.

Looping in Lincoln who should have them.

Nancy B. Beck, Ph.D., DABT

Deputy Assistant Administrator, OCSPP

ED_001863D_00000270-00001



P:202-564-1273

|
M: : Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy :

PO

beck.nancy@epa.gov

From: Chancellor, Erin
Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 11:29 AM
To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate(@epa.gov>; Beck, Nancy <Beck.Nancy@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Touching base regarding Monday

Will do on Tar Creek!

Frin E. Chancellor

Counsel to the Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 566-1757

Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy

chancellor.erin(

(office)

(cell)

From: Bennett,

Tate

Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 11:24 AM
To: Chancellor, Erin <chancellor.erin@epa.gov>; Beck, Nancy <Beck.Nancy@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Touching base regarding Monday

Don’t kill me! Do you have any talkers on tar creek? Nancy, do you have anything on PFOS in

general? This is for Monday. Last min trip!

From: Fenton Rood [mailto:Fenton.Rood@deq.ok.gov]

ED_001863D_00000270-00002



Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 11:22 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Cc: Jackson, Ryan <jackson.ryvan@epa.gov>; Kundinger, Kelly <kundinger kellyv@epa.gov>;
Skylar McElhaney <Skylar.McElhaney@deq.ok. gov>

Subject: RE: Touching base regarding Monday

EXx. 5 - Deliberative Process
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From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tateepa.govl
Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2018 4:13 PM

To: Fenton Rood

Cc: Jackson, Ryan; Kundinger, Kelly

Subject: Touching base regarding Monday

Fenton-

Kelly Kundinger with our advance team who will reach out about a security walk through in
advance. Also, do you mind sending me an attendee list when you have one?

OK DEQ
707 North Robinson

OKC 73101

Elizabeth Tate Bennett

Associate Administrator for Public Engagement & Environmental Education
Office of the Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 564-1460

Bennett. Tate@epa.qov

ED_001863D_00000270-00004



To: Chancellor, Erin[chancellor.erin@epa.gov];, Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]
Cc: Ferguson, Lincoln[ferguson.lincoin@epa.gov}

From: Beck, Nancy

Sent: Fri 6/22/2018 3:58:25 PM

Subject: RE: Touching base regarding Monday

There are general PFOS talkers somewhere, OW had the lead.

Looping in Lincoln who should have them.

Nancy B. Beck, Ph.D., DABT
Deputy Assistant Administrator, OCSPP

P:202-564-1273

i
M: | Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy :
i i

beck.nancy@epa.gov

From: Chancellor, Erin

Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 11:29 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>; Beck, Nancy <Beck.Nancy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Touching base regarding Monday

Will do on Tar Creek!

Erin E. Chancellor
Counsel to the Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 566-1757 (office)

i Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy E(CCH)
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chancellor.erin(

From: Bennett, Tate

Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 11:24 AM

To: Chancellor, Erin <chancellor.erin@epa.gov>; Beck, Nancy <Beck.Nancy@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Touching base regarding Monday

Don’t kill me! Do you have any talkers on tar creek? Nancy, do you have anything on PFOS in
general? This is for Monday. Last min trip!

From: Fenton Rood [mailto:Fenton.Rood@deq.ok.gov]

Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 11:22 AM

To: Bennett, Tate <Bennett. Tate@epa.gov>

Cc: Jackson, Ryan <jackson.ryvan@epa.gov>; Kundinger, Kelly <kundinger kellyv@epa.gov>;
Skylar McElhaney <Skylar.McElhaney@deq.ok. gov>

Subject: RE: Touching base regarding Monday

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process
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From: Bennett, Tate [mailto:Bennett. Tateepa.govl
Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2018 4:13 PM

To: Fenton Rood

Cc: Jackson, Ryan; Kundinger, Kelly

Subject: Touching base regarding Monday

Fenton-

This is to confirm Pruitt’s meeting with the director and division directors at 2 PM next Monday.

Kelly Kundinger with our advance team who will reach out about a security walk through in
advance. Also, do you mind sending me an attendee list when you have one?

OK DEQ

707 North Robinson

OKC 73101

ED_001863D_00000272-00003



Elizabeth Tate Bennett

Associate Administrator for Public Engagement & Environmental Education
Office of the Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 564-1460

Bennett. Tate@epa.qov

ED_001863D_00000272-00004



To: Appointed Assistant Administrators[Appointed_Assistant_Administrators@epa.gov}; Appointed
Associate Administrators[Appointed_Associate_Administrators@epa.gov]; Appointed Deputy Assistant
Administrators[Appointed_Deputy_Assistant_Administrators@epa.gov}; Appointed Deputy Associate
Administrators[Appointed_Deputy_Associate_ Administrators@epa.gov]; Burton,
Tamika]burton.tamika@epa.gov]; Carroll, Carly[Carroll.Carly@epa.gov}; Carter,
Donnell[Carter.Donneli@epa.gov]; Chancellor, Erinfchancellor.erin@epa.gov]; Cortes,
Emilio[Cortes.Emilio@epa.gov}; Darwin, Henry[darwin.henry@epa.gov}; Darwin,
Veronica[darwin.veronica@epa.gov}; Dickerson, Aaron[dickerson.aaron@epa.gov}; Falvo,
Nicholas[falvo.nicholas@epa.govl; Fonseca, Silvina[Fonseca.Silvina@epa.govl; Ford,
Hayley[ford.hayley@epa.gov}; HQ-COS[HQ-COS@epa.govl; Jackson, Ryan[jackson.ryan@epa.govl;
Johnson, Laura-S[Johnson.Laura-S@epa.govl;
Leadership_Assistant_Administators{Leadership_Assistant_Administators@epa.govj;
Leadership_Associate_ Administrators{Leadership_Associate_ Administrators@epa.govy;
Leadership_Deputy_Assistant_Administrators[Leadership_Deputy_Assistant_Administrators@epa.govl;
Leadership_Deputy_Associate_ Administrators[Leadership_Deputy_Associate_ Administrators@epa.govy;
Leadership_Deputy_Regional_Administrators[Leadership_Deputy_Regional_Administrators@epa.gov};
Leadership_Regional_Administrators[Leadership_Regional_Administrators@epa.govl; Maher,
Karen[Maher.Karen@epa.gov]; McDonald, Carolyn[McDonald.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Molina,
Michaelmolina.michael@epa.gov}; Sauerhage, Maggie[Sauerhage.Maggie@epa.gov]; Simon,
Nigel]Simon.Nigel@epa.gov]; Wheeler, Andrew[wheeler.andrew@epa.govl; Willis,
Sharnett[Willis.Sharnett@epa.gov}; Wooden-Aguilar, Helena[Wooden-Aguilar.Helena@epa.gov]

From: Burton, Tamika

Sent: Fri 6/22/2018 3:45:07 PM

Subject: Weekly Report 6.22.2018

6.22.2018 Weekly Report.pdf

Weekly Report 6.22.2018.docx

Good Morning,

Please see the attached weekly report for this week: 6.22.2018

Have a great weekend!

Tamika Burton

Staff Assistant to the Deputy Administrator
Immediate Office of the Administrator

MC 1104A Room 3412 WJC North

(202) 564-4771 (d)

Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy (C)
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To: Abboud, Michael[abboud.michael@epa.gov}; Baptist, Erik[baptist.erik@epa.gov]; Beck,
Nancy[Beck.Nancy@epa.gov}; Bennett, Tate[Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]; Bolen,
Brittany[bolen.brittany@epa.gov}; Bowman, Liz[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Brown,
Byron{brown.byron@epa.gov]; Chmielewski, Kevin[chmielewski.kevin@epa.gov]; Cory, Preston
(Katherine){Cory.Preston@epa.gov]; Darwin, Henry[darwin.henry@epa.gov]; Darwin,
Veronica[darwin.veronica@epa.govl; Davis, Patrick[davis.patrick@epa.gov}; Dominguez,
Alexander{dominguez.alexander@epa.govl; Dravis, Samanthaldravis.samantha@epa.govl; Falvo,
Nicholas[falvo.nicholas@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln[ferguson.lincoin@epa.govi}; Ford,
Hayley[ford.hayley@epa.govl]; Forsgren, Lee[Forsgren.Lee@epa.gov]; Fotouhi,
David[fotouhi.david@epa.govl; Frye, Tony (Robert)[frye.robert@epa.govl; Graham,
Amy[graham.amy@epa.gov]; Greaves, Holly[greaves.holly@epa.gov}; Greenwalt,
Sarah[greenwalt.sarah@epa.govl; Gunasekara, Mandy[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov}; Hale,
Michelle[hale.michelle@epa.gov}; Hewitt, James[hewitt.james@epa.gov}; Hupp,
Millan{hupp.millan@epa.gov]; Hupp, Sydney[hupp.sydney@epa.gov]; Jackson,
Ryan[jackson.ryan@epa.gov}; Kelly, Albert[kelly.albert@epa.gov}; Konkus, John[konkus.john@epa.govl;
Letendre, Daisy{letendre.daisy@epa.gov]; Lyons, Troy{lyons.troy@epa.govl; McMurray,
Forrestimcmurray.forrest@epa.govl]; Morris, Madeline[morris.madeline@epa.govl; Munoz,
Charles[munoz.charles@epa.gov}; Palich, Christianpalich.christian@epa.govl; Ringel,
Aaron[ringel.aaron@epa.govl; Rodrick, Christian[rodrick.christian@epa.gov]; Schwab,
Justin[schwab.justin@epa.govl; Shimmin, Kaitlyn[shimmin kaitlyn@epa.gov}; Traylor,
Patrick[traylor.patrick@epa.gov}; Wagner, Kenneth[wagner.kenneth@epa.govl; Wilcox,
Jahan|wilcox.jahan@epa.govl]; Yamada, Richard (Yujiro)[yamada.richard@epa.gov}

From: Morris, Madeline

Sent: Fri 8/11/2017 6:55:17 PM

Subject: FW: Weekly Report 08.11.2017

Weekly report 08112017.docx

Here you go everyone!

From: Burton, Tamika
Sent: Friday, August 11,2017 1:52 PM
Subject: Weekly Report 08.11.2017

Good Afternoon,

Please see the attached weekly report for 08.11.2017.

Best regards,

Tamika Burton

Staff Assistant

ED_001863D_00000283-00001
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Tar Creek, Picher, Oklahoma

Region 6 continues Operable Unit 5 field sampling to fill data gaps related to characte

potential risk related to sediment and surface water within the Tri-state Watershed investigation area. The

sampling is being accomplished through
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